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Senate

The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, March 11, 2019, at 3 p.m.

House of Representatives

The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. DEGETTE).

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
Mayrch 8, 2019.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DIANA
DEGETTE to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

God of the universe, we give You
thanks for giving us another day.

We ask Your blessing upon this as-
sembly and upon all who call upon
Your name. Send Your spirit to fill
their hearts with those divine gifts You
have prepared for them.

May Your grace find expression in
their compassion for the weak and the
poor among us, and may Your mercy
encourage good will in all they do and
accomplish this day.

As the Members of the people’s House
face the demands of our time, grant
them and us all Your peace and
strength, that we might act justly,
love tenderly, and walk humbly with
You.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.
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Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Speaker, pur-
suant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a
vote on agreeing to the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. LOWENTHAL led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-

lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to five requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

————

REDISTRICTING REFORM

(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Madam Speaker, 1
am pleased and proud to stand here in
support of H.R. 1, but I am especially
proud that H.R. 1 contains the Redis-
tricting Reform Act, legislation that
was introduced by Representatives
LOFGREN, BROWNLEY, and myself.

This legislation would require States
to create independent redistricting
commissions to draw congressional
seats, removing politicians and par-
tisan gerrymandering from the process.

I have worked for decades on this
cause. I helped to lead in the California
Legislature on redistricting efforts,
which ultimately led to the creation of
the California independent redis-
tricting commission, which is now rec-
ognized as one of the best practices in
redistricting.

Let’s follow this example across the
country. Let’s have Members here who
represent fair and equitable districts
and who are elected to represent their
districts and not just to protect incum-
bency.
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PROMOTING AMERICAN VALUES
THROUGH PEACE CORPS

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, 58 years ago this
week, President John F. Kennedy
signed an executive order establishing
the United States Peace Corps. Since
then, more than 200,000 Americans have
participated in international service
opportunities through the Peace Corps.

International service organizations
like the Peace Corps and student ex-
change programs operated by the De-
partment of State play an important
role in promoting the image of Amer-
ica around the world. These programs
provide American volunteers with a
chance to learn about their host coun-
try’s society and values, and, in turn,
volunteers share American culture and
values with the people of their host
country. This fosters a great under-
standing of and strong friendship be-
tween our country and those around
the world.

The Peace Corps was created with
the strong belief that Americans are
willing to contribute part of their life
to the country. President Kennedy said
that we must not merely aim to have
an economic advantage in life, but we
must strive for a greater purpose.
Madam Speaker, for 58 years, the
United States Peace Corps has provided
thousands of Americans with that
greater purpose.

———

EXPANDING VOTING OPPORTUNI-
TIES FOR ALL AMERICANS

(Mr. PANETTA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PANETTA. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in support of H.R. 1 so that
more Americans can exercise their
right to vote.

On election day of last year, voters in
my district on the central coast of
California set a new record for turnout
in a midterm election.

In San Benito County, we saw one of
the highest increases in the State for
folks registering to vote.

In Monterey County, the majority of
registered voters voted by absentee
ballot and by mail. These are service-
members who filled out their ballot
from where they were stationed and
also folks at home who could take time
to thoughtfully cast their vote.

Unfortunately, on that same election
day, voters around this country didn’t
have that opportunity, and they had to
go to polling places where they faced
malfunctioning voting machines and
found their registration frozen or
purged.

These instances left thousands of
citizens without a vote and without a
voice in our democracy. That is why we
need to pass H.R. 1.
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The most important persons in our
democracy are not those who hold of-
fice, but it is those educated and in-
formed voters who put us in office.
Let’s give those types of voters more
opportunity to participate in our de-
mocracy and pass H.R. 1.

————

GOVERNMENT TRANSPARENCY

(Mr. COLLINS of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, last Congress, the Judiciary
Committee interviewed multiple DOJ
and FBI officials about their actions
regarding the 2016 elections.

People anticipate the Mueller report
soon. Will he find any so-called collu-
sion, or was the only collusion among
agency personnel who hated the Presi-
dent and started this investigation?

Our interview transcripts were perti-
nent to a congressional investigation;
but the 115th Congress ended, the in-
vestigation was closed, and copies were
shared with certain Members of Con-
gress.

Out of an abundance of caution, we
gave DOJ an opportunity to review
them for information that would en-
danger national security; but after
many months and little progress, our
patience grows thin.

The proposed redactions had nothing
to do with national security and are
anathema to our goal of government
transparency. I am, therefore, today
making one of those transcripts public.

Madam Speaker, to avoid burdening
GPO with a 200-page transcript, I in-
clude in the RECORD the link
www.dougcollins.house.gov/ohr so the
American people can review the tran-
script of Bruce Ohr.

I intend to make other transcripts
public soon. I am willing to consider
any reasonable redactions DOJ makes
in a timely manner but won’t allow
these transcripts to remain shrouded in
secrecy.

———

A VICTORY FOR AMERICAN
FAMILIES

(Mrs. BUSTOS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. BUSTOS. Madam Speaker, we
are delivering a major victory for
American families today, a victory for
transparency, integrity, and account-
ability in our democracy.

I am proud to have helped introduce
H.R. 1, the For the People Act, be-
cause, in every corner of Illinois, I hear
from folks who are frustrated about
politics. They are frustrated with the
secret and dark money that enters pol-
itics; they are frustrated by the self-
dealing in Washington; and they are
frustrated by the culture of corruption
that rewards the powerful while the
voices of hardworking Americans are
drowned out.

Our For the People Act will bring
fundamental change to Washington.
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Our bill will end the dominance of big
money in politics; it will ensure that
elections are fair; and it will make sure
Congress is working for the people in-
stead of for themselves, banning Mem-
bers from serving on corporate boards.

Our For the People Act will make it
easier to vote.

Madam Speaker, the American peo-
ple sent us here to clean up the mess in
Washington. Today we are delivering
on that promise.

———

HONORING VETERAN OF THE
MONTH PETER LUITWIELER

(Mr. KEVIN HERN of OKklahoma
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to honor
Peter E. Luitwieler, an American hero
and a true friend to our country’s vet-
erans.

Mr. Luitwieler served in military in-
telligence during the Vietnam war, and
in January of 1968, when his compound
was surrounded by enemy troops and
the machine gunners abandoned their
posts, Mr. Luitwieler and a brave ma-
rine manned the machine guns for
hours, keeping the enemies at bay and
protecting the lives of their team. For
this act of bravery, he was awarded the
Vietnamese equivalent of the Bronze
Star.

After he retired, Mr. Luitwieler dedi-
cated his time to fellow veterans. He
now serves as a program manager for
Warrior Partnerships of Eastern Okla-
homa and the Oklahoma Veterans Con-
nections, and he is a mentor to vet-
erans going through the Tulsa Vet-
erans Treatment Court, going above
and beyond to enrich the lives of Okla-
homa’s veterans.

Mr. Luitwieler is an incredible exam-
ple of the great men and women who
have served our country every day. He
is the First District’s March 2019 Vet-
eran of the Month, and I am honored to
recognize him with this award.

————

HONORING POLICE CHIEF KRISTEN
ZIMAN ON INTERNATIONAL WOM-
EN’S DAY

(Ms. UNDERWOOD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. UNDERWOOD. Madam Speaker, I
rise today on International Women’s
Day to honor a woman who has been a
pillar of strength in my community
during a particularly difficult time.

Last month, in Aurora, Illinois, we
had five neighbors killed in a terrible
act of gun violence. If you watched the
news following that tragedy, you saw a
woman, Chief of Police Kristen Ziman,
exuding strength, compassion, resolve,
and leadership following an event we
never imagined would happen in our
community.

Chief Ziman leads the second biggest
police department in our State of Illi-
nois—no small feat considering that
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there are only 219 female chiefs in the
more than 14,000 police departments
nationwide.

Chief Ziman’s compassionate leader-
ship and barrier-breaking approach to
law enforcement inspires us all across
the Fox Valley region. We truly are
Aurora strong.

Her strength and her service to our
community makes us so proud, and I
look forward to watching all the little
girls in our community grow up know-
ing they can be anything they want to
be, from a police chief to a Congress-
woman, because they grew up seeing it
firsthand.

There are women like Chief Ziman
lifting all of our communities all over
the 14th District and all over our coun-
try, and I am so glad to celebrate them
today.

————
FLORIDA STRAWBERRY FESTIVAL

(Mr. SPANO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SPANO. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate a tradition
that has come to define a small town in
rural Florida.

Every winter, Plant City transforms
for the Strawberry Festival, an event
to celebrate the annual strawberry har-
vest.

When the festival was founded in
1930, it was a way for the residents of
Plant City to not only mark a new crop
of strawberries, but also was one of the
few times a year locals could eat straw-
berries, due to their short shelf life.

Today, the 11-day event attracts
guests far beyond Plant City, and the
strawberry growers in the community
now supply virtually all winter straw-
berries grown in the United States.
This success comes at the hard work of
growers in Plant City.

These entrepreneurial men and
women work tirelessly to bring us the
strawberries many of us enjoy, and I
want to take this opportunity to thank
them for all that they do for us. Straw-
berries have become the lifeblood of
Plant City, and our community
wouldn’t be what it is today without
them.

I also want to take this time to con-
gratulate Kendall Gaudens, who was
crowned this year’s Strawberry Fes-
tival Queen. Kendall joins the illus-
trious ranks of many great women be-
fore her, including Florida’s current at-
torney general, my friend Ashley
Moody.

I also want to congratulate Madilyn
Conrad, who was named first maid, and
Kennedy Cullins, Jada Brown, and
Olivia Frazier, who were selected for
the court.

——————
[ 0915
CONGRATULATING THE

McFARLAND HIGH SCHOOL

GIRLS BASKETBALL TEAM

(Mr. COX of California asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. COX of California. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate
the McFarland High School girls bas-
ketball team. Undefeated in regular
season Division IV play, our girls were
moved up to Division III for State. Un-
daunted, the team’s motto is ‘‘relent-
less,” and that is what they have been.

On Tuesday night, our girls brought
home the school’s first Southern Cali-
fornia Regional Championship. They
are a textbook example of what can be
accomplished through hard work, prac-
tice, and teamwork.

Led by coaches Johnny Samaniego
and Gino Barajas, the girls: Lucia
Barajas, Heiry Bojorquez, Neli Diaz,
Angelica Gongzalez, Emily Gonzalez,
Julie Hernandez, Adilene Liopez, Shania
Perry, Lucia Rocha, Kathy Rodriguez,
and Pilar Samaniego are now playing
Oakland High School, represented by
my friend and colleague, BARBARA LEE,
in tonight’s State Championship game.

I ask my colleagues to join me in
sending them the best of luck. We are
so proud of our girls and their families.

Go Cougars.

————
FUND THE POLITICIANS ACT

(Mrs. HARTZLER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. HARTZLER. Madam Speaker,
today I raise my objection to H.R. 1,
the so-called For the People Act. This
act should really be called the Fund
the Politicians Act. It is a Federal
takeover of our election system. It
opens up our precious election system
to fraud, and it violates free speech
rights.

This bill would allow for the funding
of politicians’ campaigns. They would
be given a 6-to-1 match with govern-
ment money for their campaigns. 1
don’t believe Americans want their
money going to help pay for more
robocalls from politicians that they
don’t even support.

It also will give $25 to citizens to give
to a campaign of their choice. What a
terrible use of our tax dollars.

It also opens up our system to fraud
by requiring that they have to allow
for online registration, same-day reg-
istration, and it nullifies all the State
protections. No Secretary of State was
even consulted about this bill.

And finally, it violates our free
speech rights by requiring the pub-
lishing of the names and addresses of
donors to organizations who may speak
about a candidate.

This bill is terrible. Every vote
should count, and no government
money should go to line politicians’
campaigns.

———
FOR THE PEOPLE ACT OF 2019

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
UNDERWOOD). Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 172 and rule XVIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of
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the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of
the bill, H.R. 1.

Will the gentlewoman from Colorado
(Ms. DEGETTE) kindly take the chair.

0O 0917
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1) to expand Americans’ access to the
ballot box, reduce the influence of big
money in politics, and strengthen eth-
ics rules for public servants, and for
other purposes, with Ms. DEGETTE
(Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Thursday,
March 7, 2019, amendment No. 69 print-
ed in part B of House Report 116-16 of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Michi-
gan (Ms. SLOTKIN) had been disposed of.

AMENDMENT NO. 70 OFFERED BY MR. NEGUSE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 70 printed
in part B of House Report 116-16.

Mr. NEGUSE. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of subtitle A of title I of the
bill, insert the following:

PART 8—VOTER REGISTRATION OF
MINORS
SEC. 1081. ACCEPTANCE OF VOTER REGISTRA-
TION APPLICATIONS FROM INDIVID-
UALS UNDER 18 YEARS OF AGE.

(a) ACCEPTANCE OF APPLICATIONS.—Section
8 of the National Voter Registration Act of
1993 (52 U.S.C. 20507) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (k), as re-
designated by section 1004, as subsection (1);
and

(2) by inserting after subsection (j), as in-
serted by such section 1004, the following
new subsection:

“(k) ACCEPTANCE OF APPLICATIONS FROM
INDIVIDUALS UNDER 18 YEARS OF AGE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State may not refuse
to accept or process an individual’s applica-
tion to register to vote in elections for Fed-
eral office on the grounds that the individual
is under 18 years of age at the time the indi-
vidual submits the application, so long as
the individual is at least 16 years of age at
such time.

*(2) NO EFFECT ON STATE VOTING AGE RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Nothing in paragraph (1) may
be construed to require a State to permit an
individual who is under 18 years of age at the
time of an election for Federal office to vote
in the election.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re-
spect to elections occurring on or after Janu-
ary 1, 2020.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 172, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. NEGUSE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Colorado.

Mr. NEGUSE. Madam Chair, I am
proud to offer an amendment today to
ensure early registration, or pre-reg-
istration, for all 16- and 17-year-olds
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across the country ahead of their 18th
birthday.

To be clear, my amendment does not
lower the voting age; it simply allows
individuals to pre-register so they are
registered and ready to vote when they
turn 18.

Today, 14 States, including my home
State, the great State of Colorado, as
well as the District of Columbia, per-
mit pre-registration beginning at 16
years old. Four States permit pre-reg-
istration beginning at 17 years old, and
five other States allow for pre-registra-
tion a few months ahead of voters’ 18th
birthday.

States across the Nation are taking
up pre-registration to integrate young
people in the democratic process early,
and I think it is time for us to take up
these reforms at the Federal level.

We see young people interacting with
the government agencies most fre-
quently when they are 16 and getting
their driver’s license or learner’s per-
mit. This is common sense to allow our
young folks to register early when they
are already at the Department of
Motor Vehicles in their respective
State, where voter registration serv-
ices are typically offered, to ensure
that when they turn 18, they have no
barriers to casting their ballot on elec-
tion day.

Madam Chair, the foundation of our
democracy is built on the ability of our
citizens to vote. We must hold this
right precious and sacred, and we must
encourage, in my view, our citizens of
every age, from every background and
every locality and every local party to
engage in our political process. Pre-
registration helps us do that by invest-
ing in our next generation and by en-
couraging democratic participation
from an early age.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I claim the time in oppo-
sition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I thank my new col-
league, Mr. NEGUSE, and welcome him.
I am glad he is participating in the
process.

I am going to oppose the gentleman’s
amendment; not because of the process,
just because it adds another layer of
burden to our States and our localities.

Many States already accept pre-reg-
istration forms, and that is within
their State’s jurisdiction to do so. I
just don’t like this top-down approach
which this now upwards of 700-page
mammoth bill called H.R. 1 is putting
on to our States and our local election
officials.

Our county offices, our local offi-
cials, they are bleeding from unfunded
mandates from State and Federal Gov-
ernments, and this is one more of
those.

I agree, we ought to get more 16- and
17-year-olds interested in government.
I have got twin boys who are 18; I try
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and get them interested. Sometimes
they are not even interested in me and
what we do.

But the key is we, as Members of
Congress, ought to go take our message
to the high schools. And I just recently
was in Boston with a bipartisan group
in and around our colleague, JOE KEN-
NEDY’s district.

JOE, MARKWAYNE MULLIN, and LISA
BLUNT ROCHESTER and I, we visited nu-
merous high schools. And I hope all
four of us standing there in a bipar-
tisan way actually inspired some
young people in the Boston area to get
engaged.

My colleague, JIMMY PANETTA and I
visited schools in my district last fall
to do the exact same thing, to show
people that we can work together in a
bipartisan way.

Unfortunately, this process in H.R. 1
has been nothing but partisan; and that
is not the message that we need to send
to 16- and 17-year-olds.

I have put my hand out with an olive
branch. I have accepted many Demo-
cratic amendments throughout the last
few days, and not one single amend-
ment, either in the markup of the only
committee that marked this bill up,
House Administration, where we of-
fered 28, not one Republican amend-
ment to this bill that is now 700 pages
has been accepted. Every amendment
has been a Democrat-led amendment.

I thought the new Democratic major-
ity was going to be bipartisan. I
thought the new Democratic majority
was going to be transparent. I thought
the new Democratic majority was
going to not work with special inter-
ests to write mammoth 700-page bills.
But I guess, Madam Chair, I was mis-
taken.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NEGUSE. Madam Chair, I thank
my colleague from the other side of the
aisle for his thoughtful comments. I
would say that I think this amendment
is a bipartisan amendment in the sense
that it will apply equally to every 16-
and 17-year-old across the country, ir-
respective of their political affiliation.

In Colorado actually, in some months
we have had more Republican 16- and
17-year-olds pre-register than Demo-
crat 16- and 17-year-olds. So really
what this is all about is just ensuring
that young folks in our country are
able to integrate into the political
process and engage in their civic duties
at an earlier age.

From my perspective—I appreciate
the gentleman’s comments with re-
spect to visiting high schools. I cer-
tainly do that quite a bit in my dis-
trict, to meet with young folks, to talk
to them about how to become better
citizens and engaged in their commu-
nity. And often the question I get is,
How? And I think this is a great an-
swer.

The ability to say to them that if
they go, when they get their driver’s li-
cense, and pre-register to vote so that,
ultimately, when they turn 18 they are
automatically registered and ready to
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participate in our elections; I think
that, at the end of the day, it will do a
great service to our country and get
more young people involved in our po-
litical process.

Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from California (Ms. LOF-
GREN), a distinguished colleague and
the chair of our Immigration Sub-
committee and, of course, the chair of
the House Administration Committee.
Ms. LOFGREN.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Chair, I just
want to express my thanks to the gen-
tleman from Colorado for offering this
refining amendment. I think he is ex-
actly right. In order to fully engage the
American people, we need to make
every effort for them to participate.

And for young people who feel that
they really don’t have a say, allowing
them to pre-register helps them buy in
to our American system of govern-
ment.

You know, somebody on the other
side of the building said, well, this is a
power grab, to make sure that—H.R. 1
is a power grab. It is. It is a power grab
for the American people, to take the
power away from the special interests
and give it to the American people. The
gentleman’s amendment helps further
that worthy goal, and I thank him for
offering it.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I thank my colleague,
Mr. NEGUSE, again. I admire his tenac-
ity, and admire his willingness to come
down and legislate. I stand ready to
come to his district and talk to high
schoolers with him, and I would hope
he would reciprocate, come to mine. If
the gentleman will have his team call
mine, we will figure out a way to work
something out. I think that is the best
way for us to send a message to high
schoolers to get them engaged, get
them involved.

This is just an administrative burden
that is going to affect our State and
local officials. To process—I mean,
there are provisions in this 700-page
mammoth bill that don’t allow our
local election officials to clean voters
off the rolls that they know no longer
may live in their jurisdiction. So we
are hindering local officials’ ability to
clean up their rolls; and then decide,
you know, later on, that we are going
to be ahead and pre-register people
that we don’t know, may or may not
want to vote in their college town of
residence.

So it just is a burden that I think is
unnecessary. Although, again, I respect
the gentleman’s willingness to come
down here and debate; this is an issue
that goes further than Mr. NEGUSE’s
amendment.

I am going to oppose the amendment.
I urge folks to vote ‘‘no” on it. But
more importantly, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’” on this bill that is
going to eventually cost taxpayers bil-
lions of dollars and add billions upon
billions to the campaign coffers of
Members of Congress. That is not what
the taxpayers in my district are asking
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for. It is not what the taxpayers of
America are asking for. It is only what
the Democratic majority is asking for.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. NEGUSE. Madam Chair, I cer-
tainly will take my colleague up on his
invitation, and look forward to visiting
his district and having him come to
Boulder and Fort Collins, where I know
there are plenty of 16- and 17-year-olds
who are very eager to be able to advo-
cate for other young folks to be able to
pre-register in other States, as they
have been able to in Colorado, thanks
to the incredible election reforms that
we have enacted in our State.

I understand that we have a respect-
ful disagreement with respect to the
merits of the underlying bill, but I
would hope that, on this particular
amendment that is not particularly
controversial and that, as I said, is
really a nonpartisan approach to just
getting young folks of all political af-
filiations involved in our political
process.

I would hope and trust that col-
leagues in both parties here in this
Chamber would think about this
amendment thoughtfully, and I would
certainly urge them to support it.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, we know this bill is not
going to be signed into law. I look for-
ward to working with the gentleman
on other amendments that we might be
able to come up with some good plans
to engage our 16- and 17-year-olds, en-
gage the next generation of leaders.

I hope maybe a visit that we can do
together could inspire somebody to do
what we do one day, and that would be
that we would manage to call ourselves
successful in legislating to inspire the
next generation.

This bill, H.R. 1, is not going to in-
spire the next generation. I appreciate
Mr. NEGUSE; I appreciate his willing-
ness to serve.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. NEGUSE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. NEGUSE. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Colorado will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 71 OFFERED BY MRS.
KIRKPATRICK

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 71 printed
in part B of House Report 116-16.

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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Page 365, strike lines 15 through 24 and in-
sert the following:

‘(6) SAFE HARBOR FOR PLATFORMS MAKING
BEST EFFORTS TO IDENTIFY REQUESTS WHICH
ARE SUBJECT TO RECORD MAINTENANCE RE-
QUIREMENTS.—

“(A) AVAILABILITY OF SAFE HARBOR.—In ac-
cordance with rules established by the Com-
mission, if an online platform shows that the
platform used best efforts to determine
whether or not a request to purchase a quali-
fied political advertisement was subject to
the requirements of this subsection, the on-
line platform shall not be considered to be in
violation of such requirements.

‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULES FOR DISBURSEMENT PAID
WITH CREDIT CARD.—For purposes of subpara-
graph (A), an online platform shall be consid-
ered to have used best efforts in the case of
a purchase of a qualified political advertise-
ment which is made with a credit card if—

‘(i) the individual or entity making such
purchase is required, at the time of making
such purchase, to disclose the credit
verification value of such credit card; and

‘“(ii) the billing address associated with
such credit card is located in the United
States or, in the case of a purchase made by
an individual who is a United States citizen
living outside of the United States, the indi-
vidual provides the online platform with the
United States mailing address the individual
uses for voter registration purposes.”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 172, the gentlewoman
from Arizona (Mrs. KIRKPATRICK) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Arizona.

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. Madam Chair, I
strongly support H.R. 1, and I commend
Congressman JOHN SARBANES for his
persistent work on this legislation. We
have an opportunity here to reduce the
role of dark money in politics and
make it easier for Americans to par-
ticipate in our democracy.

This is not a partisan issue. This is
an American democracy issue, and H.R.
1 is the best solution to cleaning up
corruption in Washington.

I am proud of my colleagues for
working on this historic and necessary
package.
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You see, Madam Chair, I ran as a
publicly funded candidate in Arizona
under our public financing law called
Clean Elections when I first ran for the
legislature. This meant I had to go out
and get a certain number of $5 con-
tributions from constituents in my dis-
trict, which I then turned in to get my
public financing.

It was the same for everyone who was
running as a Clean Election candidate,
regardless of party. It equalized every-
thing.

One of my favorite stories is that I
was walking from my law office down
to the post office to check my mail,
and this cowboy pulled up in his pickup
truck at a stoplight and rolled down
the window, and he said, ‘‘Hey, ANN.
You don’t know me, but I gave you $5.”

So he felt empowered in my election.
I walked over, and we had a conversa-
tion in the middle of the street.

That is the way it should be. This
puts power in the pocket of the people,
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not special interests, and that is the
way it should be.

It is the For the People Act, and that
empowers people, and that makes our
democracy work.

I offer my amendment because it cre-
ates transparency in the process. This
amendment was actually suggested by
a Republican colleague. It requires the
disclosure of credit card verification
value and billing address information
for purchases of online advertising. The
credit card verification value is an
antifraud security technology designed
to protect us and to reduce fraudulent
activity.

We know that there are bad actors
and foreign nationals out there that
have an interest in influencing our
American elections through online ad-
vertising. Haven’t we seen that very,
very well in the last couple of years.
We have loopholes that allow them to
do so, but we can fix that. Not only can
we fix it, we must fix it.

This amendment is a commonsense
solution to help protect the integrity
of our elections and prevent bad play-
ers from compromising our outcomes.
This amendment is focused on pro-
tecting our democracy through trans-
parency in the digital age.

Madam Chair, I urge you and all my
colleagues to support my amendment
and the entire H.R. 1 package to clean
up Washington and put the American
people first.

Remember that cowboy who stopped
me in the middle of the road who felt
like he was empowered in his election
and in his selection of his representa-
tive. That is the way it should be.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I claim the time in oppo-
sition to the amendment, even though
I am not opposed to it.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I welcome back my col-
league, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. It is great to
have her back in this institution.

The gentlewoman’s amendment is an
amendment that I support. However,
the underlying bill, H.R. 1, is the fur-
thest thing that can be considered ‘‘for
the people.” This bill is nothing but a
bill that is for loading billions upon
billions of dollars into the coffers of
Members of Congress.

I don’t think anybody in my district
who stops me in the street is saying,
“Hey, we want you to take taxpayer
dollars away from investing in infra-
structure, take taxpayer dollars away
from investing in pediatric cancer re-
search, and you know what, load up
your campaign coffers with that so you
can go enrich some political operatives
and maybe buy some more TV commer-
cials and radio ads, send some more
mail pieces that get thrown away im-
mediately when they come into your
house.”
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This has to be one of the worst exam-
ples of self-preservation that I have
ever witnessed in my 22 years working
for the U.S. House of Representatives
and serving in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives.

I can’t think of one person in my dis-
trict who has come up and said, “I
want you to take tax dollars away
from building bridges and roads, find-
ing cures for deadly diseases, and put it
in your campaign fund.”

That is why this bill is terrible.

This bill has not been open; it has not
been a bipartisan process; it has not
been regular order, all the things that
the Democratic majority promised us
that they would do when they took
over.

This bill was introduced on January
3. I certainly hope every Democratic
Member actually read the bill before
they signed on as a cosponsor, but I
think they are reading it now. And
there are a lot of problems, which is
why we have so many amendments.

Let me go through some of the proc-
ess. We requested a CBO score—it was
delivered last Friday; it was updated
yesterday—which actually agrees with
me that taxpayer dollars are going to
be taken away from other priorities
that we can spend here in Congress,
like roads and bridges, cancer research,
Alzheimer’s research, and others, and
go toward Members of Congress’ cam-
paigns.

Hours before the only committee
markup that we saw with the majority,
an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute with new text, including a mag-
ical, new freedom from influence fund
that would supposedly support the en-
richment of Members of Congress’ cam-
paigns, it had no details on how that
fund would be filled.

We went through the markup. Only
one committee, the smallest com-
mittee in Congress, House Administra-
tion, it was the only committee that
marked this up. That is not regular
order. Forty percent of the bill has
never gone through regular order.

Yet we see now 72 amendments over
the last few days. Twenty-eight of
them that we offered to try to make
the bill better in committee were all
turned down on a partisan roll call.

Then we went to Rules. I actually
had a good time in Rules. I have to
thank my colleague, Chairperson LOF-
GREN, for that debate during the Rules
Committee.

We again received new text of the bill
10 minutes before I walked in, 10 min-
utes before, including 51 new pages.
Where was this in the markup process?

After the Rules hearing and before
consideration on the floor, we learned
through leaks to the press that the new
freedom from influence fund would be
filled with some magical surcharges of
corporate fines, but we had no details.

I had no idea that the Democrats’ so-
lution to campaign finance reform and
their goal to take corporate money out
of politics was to use corporate money
to now fund our campaigns, which we
now legally cannot accept.
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That is the height of hypocrisy. No
one is asking for more corporate dol-
lars to line the campaign coffers of
Members of Congress.

This bill and the process are just a
sham. Look, a joint committee report
with revenue stream projections for
this new magical freedom from influ-
ence fund was not shown to us. It was
just submitted for the RECORD. We
found it. We saw it.

The new CBO report clearly says this
fund will be out of money in just a few
years after it becomes activated, be-
cause the costs are going to exponen-
tially rise, and clearly, taxpayer dol-
lars will have to bail it out.

The corporate fund, even the CBO
and The Washington Post realize that
that corporate tax fund, the tax rate of
corporate dollars now being funneled
into our campaigns that we can’t take
right now, those corporate dollars and
fines will take away from being able to
be spent on the priorities of my con-
stituents who stop me in the streets.
They say, ‘“We want to build new
bridges. We want new roadways. We
want to make sure that this bill goes
down, because it is a travesty on the
American people and the American
taxpayer.”

Madam Chair, vote ‘“‘no” on H.R. 1.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. Madam Chair,
while I have the utmost respect and ad-
miration for my colleague across the
aisle—in fact, he is one of my favorite
Members of Congress—I strongly dis-
agree with his characterization of H.R.
1.

No one knows more than I about dark
money, secret money being spent in
elections. I have had tens of millions of
dollars spent to defeat me, yet I prevail
because I have the power of the people.

That is what this bill does. It empow-
ers people just like that cowboy who
stopped me with his pickup and con-
tributed $56 to my legislative election.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this election. There is noth-
ing more important than elections in
our democracy and empowering the
people to participate, nothing. That is
the cornerstone of our democracy.

Madam Chair, I yield the balance of
my time to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LOFGREN), my esteemed
colleague.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Chair, I con-
gratulate the gentlewoman from Ari-
zona (Mrs. KIRKPATRICK) on this very
smart amendment. I am not surprised.
It is typical that she would make this
a bipartisan amendment. It is very
helpful. It is very smart. I am glad that
she is back here in Congress to show
this leadership.

Just one word on the CBO: It shows
that there is indeed no tax money in-
volved in the freedom from influence
fund.

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. Madam Chair, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Arizona (Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK).
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The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 72 OFFERED BY MR. GOLDEN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 72 printed
in part B of House Report 116-16.

Mr. GOLDEN. Madam Chair, I rise
today to introduce my amendment to
H.R. 1.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 449, strike lines 14 through 20 and in-
sert the following:

“(c) PROHIBITING CERTAIN CANDIDATES
FROM QUALIFYING AS PARTICIPATING CAN-
DIDATES.—

(1) CANDIDATES WITH MULTIPLE CIVIL PEN-
ALTIES.—If the Commission assesses 3 or
more civil penalties under subsection (a)
against a candidate (with respect to either a
single election or multiple elections), the
Commission may refuse to certify the can-
didate as a participating candidate under
this title with respect to any subsequent
election, except that if each of the penalties
were assessed as the result of a knowing and
willful violation of any provision of this Act,
the candidate is not eligible to be certified
as a participating candidate under this title
with respect to any subsequent election.

/(2) CANDIDATES SUBJECT TO CRIMINAL PEN-
ALTY.—A candidate is not eligible to be cer-
tified as a participating candidate under this
title with respect to an election if a penalty
has been assessed against the candidate
under section 309(d) with respect to any pre-
vious election.

“(d) IMPOSITION OF CRIMINAL PENALTIES.—
For criminal penalties for the failure of a
participating candidate to comply with the
requirements of this title, see section
309(d).”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 172, the gentleman
from Maine (Mr. GOLDEN) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Maine.

Mr. GOLDEN. Madam Chair, before I
talk about my amendment, I would
first like to thank Congressman SAR-
BANES for his work on this bill.

H.R. 1 is a comprehensive, good gov-
ernment bill that goes a long way in
wresting power away from elites who
abuse our political system for narrow
self-interests. This legislation would
return power where it belongs: in the
hands of working people.

As long as corporations and mega-do-
nors finance campaigns, well-connected
insiders will continue to call the shots.

Mainers have seen firsthand what can
happen when the power is returned to
the people. In 1996, our State’s voters
passed a referendum establishing the
Maine Clean Elections Act.

By collecting small donations from
people in their communities, Maine
candidates refuse the donations of lob-
byists and the well-heeled, and con-
centrate instead on face-to-face con-
versations with their neighbors. This
empowers a community to choose a
representative in a battle of ideas in-
stead of a battle of bank accounts.

Maine’s clean election reforms have
been supported and used by candidates
of all parties in my State. Republican,
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Democratic, Green Party, and inde-
pendent candidates have used our clean
election system.

In fact, in 2018, a Republican can-
didate for Governor used the system
because he understood that it was
going to free him up to spend his time
going door to door and talking to the
very people who he wanted to represent
as Governor of the State of Maine.

Today, we have the opportunity to
follow Maine’s lead and bring needed
reform to the rest of the country.

H.R. 1 allows candidates to refuse do-
nations from mega-donors by imple-
menting a matching system for small-
dollar donations from everyday people.

As we have seen in Maine, candidates
who use this system are good stewards
of the funds they receive. But as with
any system, there is potential for bad
actors, and it is important that they be
held accountable.

My amendment to H.R. 1 ensures
that any bad actors are cut off from
the matching system and sets high
standards for participation. The legis-
lation bars a candidate from using
matching funds if the FEC assesses
three or more civil penalties against a
candidate for violating election laws.

More importantly, if a candidate
willfully, knowingly violates the law,
my amendment permanently bars them
from the program.

Finally, my provision reaffirms that
egregious violations of campaign fi-
nance laws should result in imprison-
ment of up to 1 to 5 years.

With H.R. 1 and my amendment, we
are creating an accountable election
system.

The funds for the matching program,
as was just discussed, come from bad
corporate actors. These are fines, pen-
alties, and settlements from corporate
malfeasance, tax crimes, and other
breaches of the public trust. That
money can be used to ensure that ev-
eryday people who don’t have a net-
work of deep money around them, just
everyday, working people, will be given
the opportunity to compete in a cam-
paign, to go out and represent their
people, to go out and spend their time
talking to them face-to-face instead of
spending their time dialing for dollars
and talking to just the very wealthy.

It is time that the people take the
power back. By passing my amendment
and H.R. 1, we will take that first step.
Americans aren’t going to let our de-
mocracy be taken out from under us
any longer.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘‘yes” on this amendment and
‘“‘yes” on final passage.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I claim the time in oppo-
sition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I don’t have the best
Nickelback lyrics to introduce my next
speaker, but I yield 1 minute to the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

gentleman from California (Mr.
MCcCARTHY), our Republican leader.
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Mr. MCCARTHY. Madam Speaker, I
thank the ranking member for his
work and his love of music.

This new Democrat socialist major-
ity wants the Federal Government to
interfere in our free and fair elections.
This bill today, the majority’s most
important bill, is a massive Federal
Government takeover that would un-
dermine the integrity of our elections.
But before I explain why, I want to
highlight how the majority has gone to
great steps to actually hide their prize
legislation from the American people.

Madam Speaker, the American public
need to understand, when you become
the majority, you reserve 1 through 10
of the numbering of bills, and you want
to make your number one bill the most
important thing you do for America
today.

Two years ago we were in the major-
ity, Madam Chair, and we made the
most important bill to make sure the
people’s money went back to them. We
wanted to cut your taxes.

The most important bill that the
Democrat socialist majority has is to
take more of your money and give it to
the politicians who want to vote for
this bill. How ironic.

Now, because H.R. 1 has had such a
broad spectrum of where to go, it was
referred to 10 committees. Imagine
that, 10 committees.

But 40 percent of this bill has not
even been marked up because, what did
they do? They only went to one com-
mittee.

What committee did they go to?
They went to the very special com-
mittee, House Administration.

This House Administration, the
Members who sit on House Administra-
tion, I am sure they are probably se-
lected from the conference committee
that goes forward to select individuals
for it.

Oh, no, no, no. That is not the com-
mittee we went to. House Administra-
tion is selected just by two people: the
Speaker and the leader. The Speaker
and the leader.

And do you know what? It is one of
the smallest committees we have. Be-
cause if H.R. 1 is so important to the
American public, I am sure we would
want everybody to see it. But, no, it is
just nine people of this House.

And in their jurisdiction, they didn’t
get to mark up the whole bill. They
only had about 60 percent of the bill to
mark up.

But I want to thank our Republican
colleagues on this committee: first of
all, Ranking Member RODNEY DAVIS,
MARK WALKER, and BARRY
LOUDERMILK. They were very thought-
ful.

They realized, even though the chair
of the House Administration, when
asked during the markup, would the
other committees mark up this bill,
she promised—she promised—that the
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other nine committees would see it,
that the other nine committees could
mark up that other 40 percent that
House Administration didn’t get to
mark up.

But lo and behold, that is not true.
Just as this new Democrat socialist
majority said there will be 72 hours be-
fore things come to the floor, no. Yes-
terday we learned that can mean an
hour; those other 71 don’t matter.

But what the Republicans on the
other side of the aisle did, they wanted
there to be a thoughtful approach on
the issue. They provided 28 amend-
ments to improve H.R. 1.

Do you know how many the Demo-
crats on the other side that the Speak-
er selected, those six Members—they
didn’t vote for one of them. They could
not find a way that, of those 28 amend-
ments, one of them could be accepted.

I guess the Speaker selected the right
people for the House Administration.

Now, they call this bill the For the
People Act, but I want to explain why
I actually think it is for the politi-
cians, because everyone who votes for
this bill today, they are all going to go
home a little more excited. Do you
know why? They just got the taxpayers
to actually fund their elections, and
they picked it in a manner where you
don’t even know, and the multiplying
effect of the 6 to 1, who provided it.

So let’s talk about ‘“‘For the Politi-
cians Act.”

First, H.R. 1 wants to give American
taxpayer dollars to political candidates
and campaigns, regardless of whether
you support it. We are not talking just
Republicans or Democrats running.
Any view they want with any impres-
sion they want to say.

We just had a bill on the floor yester-
day about hate. I imagine there are
going to be quite a few people who run
for office who get taxpayers’ money
who talk a lot of hate. I don’t think
America wants their money spent on
that.

This bill will give candidates a gov-
ernment match of 6 to 1, not a dollar
for dollar. No, no, no, no. The ‘“For the
Politicians Act’” multiplies it. So, if a
citizen gives $200, the government gives
$1,200.

That is why the new Democrat so-
cialist party is so excited by this bill.
That is why they made it their number
one priority. Hard-earned taxpayer
money should go toward building
roads, bridges, or giving a boost to
struggling Americans, not just to polit-
ical campaigns.

I am not sure about these other dis-
tricts, but when I campaigned, no one
came to me and said: ‘‘Let’s make sure
you take more of my taxpayer money
to give to you to run.” I can’t remem-
ber one time anybody on any side of
the aisle asked for that.

Worse, this bill would allow political
candidates to profit off actually run-
ning for office on the American tax-
payers’ dime. The bill expands the use
of taxpayer funds to include the
childcare, the rent, the mortgage, or
even professional development.
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We have now just created a new in-
dustry. Think of the individual who
just wants to run for office, who wants
to spew hate, and says: ‘“‘The taxpayers
are going to pay for it. I am just going
to keep doing it.”

Second, H.R. 1 legalizes the vote for
convicted felons, even if that person
was convicted of election fraud. Can
you imagine that? We are going to vote
on a bill today that provides more tax-
payer money to politicians, that is
going to allow felons to vote, because
we don’t care what States say. But
even if you are convicted of election
fraud, come on down; we have got
something special for you.

And this wasn’t created by one new
member of this Democrat socialist
party. It is the most important bill
that they selected. It is H.R. 1. No
other bill matters to them but this. It
just doesn’t make sense to me.

Third, H.R. 1 would weaken the secu-
rity of our elections and make it hard-
er to protect against voter fraud. It
automatically registers voters from
the DMV.

Voting is a right. It is not a mandate.

This legislation would also prevent
officials from ever removing ineligible
voters from the rolls or even verifying
the accuracy of voter information.

To that point, H.R. 1 exposes our
election system to widespread fraud.
Take ballot harvesting, for example.
We have one less Member in this body
because of the harvesting of ballots, a
practice where a third-party activist
can collect your absentee ballot from
other voters and turn them in for you,
or potentially not even turn them in at
all.

Can you imagine putting the trust of
your vote in the hand of a stranger? If
that doesn’t scare you, it should.

Sadly, this practice was weaponized
in California and North Carolina not so
long ago, but now we want to make it
everywhere.

You know, The Washington Post
highlighted the peril of this practice.
Let me read you the headline: ‘“‘Don’t
Be Shocked by the North Carolina
Fraud Allegations. Absentee Ballots
Are Much Less Secure Than Polling
Places.”

Absentee ballots are less secure than
polling places.

The piece goes on to say: ‘“No one
oversees voters filling out absentee
ballots to ensure that they fill out the
ballot and return it without tampering.

‘“Campaigns and parties have taken
advantage of this by turning to cam-
paign and party workers to deliver and
return absentee ballot materials for
voters—on the honor system.”

And, finally, this bill wants to stack
the deck in favor of the party in power
at the Federal Election Commission.

We talk a lot about bipartisanship.
We have talked a lot about it in dif-
ferent ways. The committee that could
only mark up 60 percent of this bill,
you might say it is bipartisan. But it is
not level. It is six to three. That is why
not one of the 28 amendments got
adopted.
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But the Federal Election Commission
is an even six Commissioners, a panel
of three on one side and three on the
other.

So what does this bill do that the
new Democrat socialist majority cares
most about? Let’s stack the deck. Let’s
stack the deck a little further. Let’s
not make it three and three. Let’s put
the party in power to get that one
more, to put the thumb on the scale a
little further. So they want to make it
a five-member panel.

This week, The New York Times
wrote:

Republicans, arguably, have spent more
time trying to define this bill than Democrat
socialists have spent trying to promote it.

I wonder why. If it is your most im-
portant bill, the bill that is going to
define your Congress, let’s look at
what it is. They want to take more
taxpayer money. They want to give
you less freedom.

Those who vote for it today, I guess
they walk away with a raise in their
campaign. They are asking the tax-
payer to give them 6 to 1. Pretty good
return, I would say. But it doesn’t even
matter if the taxpayer supports you or
not because you are just going to make
government larger and take the money
away.

It is going to let people who are con-
victed felons open the door. Come on
and vote, even if you are convicted of
election fraud.

It is kind of interesting to me that
you would make it your number one
priority. It is kind of interesting to me,
a structure of Congress, if you referred
to a committee, that you wouldn’t
have it all marked up. It is kind of in-
teresting to me the only committee
you would pick to mark it up is the one
chosen by the Speaker. It is interesting
to me that this is where you spend
your time.

We can do better, and I hope today
we have a big voice to say taxpayers
should not pay for our elections, that
politicians should not vote to take
more of taxpayers’ hard-earned money
so they could say things that people
disagree with.

The Acting CHAIR. All Members are
reminded to address their remarks to
the Chair.

Mr. GOLDEN. Madam Chair, I think
I am going to go home this weekend to
my district feeling comfortable that I
understand what my constituents
want.

As I said earlier, in 1996, Maine vot-
ers actually voted for a public funding
program in the State of Maine. They
liked the program so much that they
actually upped the ante in 2015 through
another voter referendum where Maine
voters actually voted that they wanted
to continue this program and they
wanted to increase the funding to keep
regular people competitive against the
dark money that was flown into elec-
tions in the State of Maine.

In the State of Maine, we actually
allow convicted felons to vote. They do
it from prison. Because while we be-
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lieve in holding people accountable for
their crimes, we don’t feel the need, in
Maine, to take their voice away from
them.

So I am going to go home knowing
that I understand my district.

I also just want to take a moment—
you know, some of the comments from
the Republican leader, whom I respect
very much, but you want to talk about
spewing hate. H.R. 1 is a piece of legis-
lation that Democrats have put for-
ward to show that one of their top pri-
orities is to protect our democracy,
and I know a little something about it.

I fought in two wars for this country,
in Afghanistan and Iraq, and I reject
this socialist rhetoric. I am an Amer-
ican. Democrats are Americans. Repub-
licans are Americans. We need to put
this hateful speech behind us and talk
about how we can work together.

I understand that there is some frus-
tration being expressed by other side
about amendments and whether or not
Republicans are involved in this proc-
ess. Look, I will wrap it up, but let me
just say: I have voted for a number of
Republican amendments in the last
couple of weeks, so I would encourage
them to support this amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, I thank Mr. GOLDEN for
his service to our country. Our country
thanks the gentleman, and everyone in
this institution thanks him for that
service.

This bill, however, is a very bad idea.
Public funding of elections is a very
bad idea.

At the last second before we vote on
H.R. 1, Democrats have decided they
are afraid of the CBO score for their
massively expensive bill. We haven’t
even debated it and want to hide it
from consideration in this Chamber.

So they created this gimmick called
the freedom from influence fund, which
is proposed to add an additional 2.75
percent penalty against law-breaking
or malfeasant corporations and offi-
cials at corporations. They claimed it
would generate enough funds to pay
the massive cost of funding political
campaigns for Members of Congress.

Late last night, we got that CBO re-
port, and the score for H.R. 1 that
projects the impact of this new shell
game called the freedom from influence
fund and its proposed funding source,
corporate fines—again, voting for this
bill will allow corporate money to, for
the first time, lawfully flow into the
campaigns of each and every one of us
in this institution.
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The CBO score tells a very different
story from what Democrats want you
to believe. According to the CBO, this
new fund will result in a reduction of
income and payroll taxes, meaning cor-
porations will have less money to
spend on their payrolls, which equates
to less jobs.

To quote the CBO report:
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The assessment on civil monetary pen-
alties and settlements would reduce the base
for income and payroll taxes. Consequently,
the revenues from the assessments will be
partially offset by lower income and payroll
taxes.

Put another way, H.R. 1 takes Amer-
ican jobs away in order to fund the
campaign coffers of Members of Con-
gress.

Furthermore, the CBO notes that, as
a result of this funding source, less
money will be available for other gov-
ernment programs that we want to
prioritize in this institution.

I quote again from the CBO report:

CBO and JCT expect the increased assess-
ment of criminal and civil penalties would
reduce the amount of penalties and settle-
ments collected under current law.

The CBO report confirms what Re-
publicans have been saying all along:
H.R. 1 is a shell game that will, in the
end, hurt taxpayers because this pro-
posal to publicly fund campaigns will
be funded by the taxpayers.

However, you are going to likely hear
Democrats say, instead, that this fund
will run at a surplus over the first few
years of its existence, which is true be-
cause they designed the bill to not
make any expenditures for the first 6
years of this program.

But pay very close attention. What
the Democrats won’t tell you is that,
once the fund starts making its ex-
penditures, the fund will be nearly
broke in 5 years, and that is assuming
that the cost of running campaigns will
stay static today and not exponentially
increase like it has.

Again, this Democratic funding gim-
mick was concocted just to result in a
more desirable CBO score. I don’t see
that as a result.

The new fund will collect money for
6 years with no expenditures, resulting
in the accumulation of a large balance.
Then, once the money starts flowing to
every Member of Congress in this insti-
tution, it is going to run out in 5 years.

Democrats should be ashamed for
making this bill H.R. 1.

When Republicans took over this in-
stitution, after 50 years in the minor-
ity, our H.R. 1 was the Congressional
Accountability Act, to make Congress
work better.

H.R. 1 in the last Congress, put more
money in the pockets of middle-class
taxpayers, families back home.

This H.R. 1 will do nothing but put
taxpayer dollars in the campaign funds
of every Member of Congress, and that
is not acceptable to me, and that is
why we should have a ‘‘no” vote on
H.R. 1.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. GOLDEN).

The amendment was agreed to.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in part B of House Report 116-

16 on which further proceedings were
postponed, in the following order:

Amendment No. 54 by Mr. BRINDISI of
New York.

Amendment No. 7 by Mr. NEGUSE of
Colorado.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 5¢ OFFERED BY MR. BRINDISI

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from New York (Mr. BRIN-
DISI) on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-

redesignate the

ment.

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote

has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 237, noes 188,

not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 115]

AYES—237

Adams Deutch Larsen (WA)
Aguilar Dingell Larson (CT)
Allred Doggett Lawrence
Axne Doyle, Michael Lawson (FL)
Barragan F. Lee (CA)
Bass Engel Lee (NV)
Beatty Escobar Levin (CA)
Bera Eshoo Levin (MI)
Beyer Espaillat Lewis
Bishop (GA) Evans Lieu, Ted
Blumenauer Finkenauer Lipinski
Blunt Rochester  Fitzpatrick Loebsack
Bonamici Fletcher Lofgren
Boyle, Brendan Foster Lowenthal

F. Frankel Lowey
Brindisi Fudge Lujan
Brown (MD) Gabbard Luria
Brownley (CA) Gallego Lynch
Bustos Garamendi Malinowski
Butterfield Garcia (IL) Maloney,
Carbajal Garcia (TX) Carolyn B.
Cardenas Golden Maloney, Sean
Carson (IN) Gomez Matsui
Cartwright Gonzalez (TX) McAdams
Case Gottheimer McBath
Casten (IL) Green (TX) McCollum
Castor (FL) Grijalva McEachin
Castro (TX) Haaland McGovern
Chu, Judy Harder (CA) McNerney
Cicilline Hastings Meeks
Cisneros Hayes Meng
Clark (MA) Heck Moore
Clarke (NY) Higgins (NY) Morelle
Cleaver Hill (CA) Moulton
Clyburn Himes Mucarsel-Powell
Cohen Horn, Kendra S. Murphy
Connolly Horsford Nadler
Cooper Houlahan Napolitano
Correa Hoyer Neal
Costa Huffman Neguse
Courtney Jackson Lee Norcross
Cox (CA) Jayapal Norton
Craig Jeffries O’Halleran
Crist Johnson (GA) Ocasio-Cortez
Crow Johnson (TX) Omar
Cuellar Kaptur Pallone
Cummings Katko Panetta
Cunningham Keating Pappas
Davids (KS) Kelly (IL) Pascrell
Davis (CA) Kennedy Payne
Dayvis, Danny K. Kildee Perlmutter
Dean Kilmer Peters
DeFazio Kim Peterson
DeGette Kind Phillips
DeLauro Kirkpatrick Pingree
DelBene Krishnamoorthi  Plaskett
Delgado Kuster (NH) Pocan
Demings Lamb Porter
DeSaulnier Langevin Pressley
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Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bishop (UT)
Bost
Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline
Cloud
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crenshaw
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (OH)
Gonzalez-Colon
(PR)

Bilirakis
Clay
Crawford
Curtis

Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill

Sires

Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stefanik
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus

Tlaib

Tonko

NOES—188

Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meadows
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse

H2597

Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Norman
Nunes

Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence

Perry

Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roby
Rodgers (WA)
Roe, David P.
Rogers (KY)
Rooney (FL)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spano
Stauber

Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Wright
Young
Zeldin

NOT VOTING—12

Dunn
Khanna
Radewagen
Rogers (AL)
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Sablan

San Nicolas
Stivers
Yoho

So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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Stated for:

Mr. KHANNA. Madam Chair, | was late with
my kids sick. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yea” on rollcall No. 115.

Stated against:

Mr. YOHO. Madam Chair, had | been
present, | would have voted “nay” on rolicall
No. 115.

Mr. CURTIS. Madam Chair, had | been
present, | would have voted “nay” on rollcall
No. 115.

AMENDMENT NO. 70 OFFERED BY MR. NEGUSE

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. NEGUSE)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-

vailed by voice vote.

The

ment.

Clerk will
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amend-

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote

has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 239, noes 186,

not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 116]

redesignate

AYES—239

Adams Dean Kaptur
Aguilar DeFazio Keating
Allred DeGette Kelly (IL)
Axne DeLauro Kennedy
Barragan DelBene Khanna
Bass Delgado Kildee
Beatty Demings Kilmer
Bera DeSaulnier Kim
Beyer Deutch Kind
Bishop (GA) Dingell Kirkpatrick
Bishop (UT) Doggett Krishnamoorthi
Blumenauer Doyle, Michael Kuster (NH)
Blunt Rochester F. Lamb
Bonamici Engel Langevin
Bost Escobar Larsen (WA)
Boyle, Brendan Eshoo Larson (CT)

F. Espaillat Lawrence
Brady Evans Lawson (FL)
Brindisi Finkenauer Lee (CA)
Brown (MD) Fitzpatrick Lee (NV)
Brownley (CA) Fletcher Levin (CA)
Buck Foster Levin (MI)
Bustos Frankel Lewis
Butterfield Fudge Lieu, Ted
Carbajal Gabbard Lipinski
Cardenas Gallego Loebsack
Carson (IN) Garamendi Lofgren
Cartwright Garcia (IL) Lowenthal
Case Garcia (TX) Lowey
Casten (IL) Golden Lujan
Castor (FL) Gomez Luria
Castro (TX) Gonzalez (TX) Lynch
Chu, Judy Gonzalez-Colon Malinowski
Cisneros (PR) Maloney,
Clark (MA) Gottheimer Carolyn B.
Clarke (NY) Green (TX) Matsui
Cleaver Grijalva McAdams
Clyburn Haaland McBath
Cohen Harder (CA) McCollum
Connolly Hastings McEachin
Cooper Hayes McGovern
Correa Heck McNerney
Costa Higgins (NY) Meeks
Courtney Hill (CA) Meng
Cox (CA) Himes Moore
Craig Horn, Kendra S. Morelle
Crist Horsford Moulton
Crow Houlahan Mucarsel-Powell
Cuellar Hoyer Murphy
Cummings Huffman Nadler
Cunningham Jackson Lee Napolitano
Davids (KS) Jayapal Neal
Davis (CA) Jeffries Neguse
Davis, Danny K.  Johnson (TX) Norcross

the

Norton
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan

Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger

Cicilline
Clay
Crawford
Dunn

Rush

Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stauber
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)

NOES—186

Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meadows
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Norman
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Takano

Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)

Titus

Tlaib

Tonko

Torres (CA)

Torres Small
(NM)

Trahan

Trone

Underwood

Upton

Vargas

Veasey

Vela

Velazquez

Visclosky

Wasserman
Schultz

Waters

Watson Coleman

Welch

Wexton

Wild

Wilson (FL)

Yarmuth

Nunes

Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence

Perry

Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roby
Rodgers (WA)
Roe, David P.
Rogers (KY)
Rooney (FL)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spano
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Wright

Yoho

Young

Zeldin

NOT VOTING—I12

Johnson (GA)
Maloney, Sean
Radewagen
Rogers (AL)

Sablan

San Nicolas
Stivers

Van Drew

March 8, 2019

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. VAN DREW. Madam Chair, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on rolicall
No. 116.

Stated against:

Mr. BOST. Madam Chair, on rollcall Number
116, my vote is recorded as “yea.” My inten-
tion was to vote “nay.”

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to the
rule, it is now in order to consider a
final period of general debate which
shall not exceed 10 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and
the ranking minority member of the
Committee on House Administration.

The gentlewoman from California
(Ms. LOFGREN) and the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS) each will
control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Chair, for 8 years, this Cham-
ber has been silent, a silence that
harms people. We have allowed meas-
ures to reduce people’s access to vote,
measures that caused the Fourth Cir-
cuit to find that African American vot-
ers were targeted with surgical preci-
sion, measures that excluded voters on
Indian reservations and that wrong-
fully tried to remove 95,000 naturalized
Texans from the rolls.

Today that silence ends. This bill is
not for its own sake. A Member of the
U.S. Senate said that H.R. 1 is a power
grab. He is right. It grabs power away
from the special interests, the elites,
and the 1 percent and gives it to the
American people.

I tell you plainly what it does: auto-
matic voter registration to allow 50
million eligible citizens to vote, pro-
hibits deceptive practices, increases ac-
cess to polls for voters with disabil-
ities, helps States replace outdated
voting machines, and requires disclo-
sure of dark money donors, not lim-
iting their speech but simply asking
them to stand by it. These reforms
aren’t difficult, but they will require
courage to make.

Mr. Frederick Douglass saw what our
democracy was and what our democ-
racy could be and said: ‘“Where all is
plain there is nothing to be argued.”

For that reason, I do not argue. But
I look forward to joining and doing the
will of the people and supporting this
bill.

I reserve the balance of my time,
Madam Chair.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR (Ms. HAALAND).
The Chair will remind all persons in
the gallery that they are here as guests
of the House and that any manifesta-
tion of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings is in violation of the rules of
the House.
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Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, before I get started, I
ask for a point of personal privilege to
have the Members of this institution
and the gallery recognize the Chair as
the first Native American woman to
ever chair the House proceedings.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair thanks
the gentleman from Illinois.

The gentleman from Illinois is recog-
nized.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Chair, as my home State Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan once said: The
most terrifying words in the English
language are: ‘“I'm from the govern-
ment and I'm here to help.”

I am for the American voter. I sup-
port every eligible voter having easier
ways to register to vote and easier ac-
cess to the polls. What I am not for is
Washington, D.C. taking over our elec-
tions.

I have said it before: I agree with my
colleagues across the aisle that there is
a role for the Federal Government to
play in election infrastructure, cam-
paign finance disclosure, ballot access,
transparency, and, most importantly,
election security. However, H.R. 1, mis-
uses taxpayer dollars, takes power
away from the States to administer
their own elections, and threatens to
limit Americans’ constitutional rights.
I cannot support this legislation.

This bill, a 700-page mammoth bill,
takes power away from States given to
them by the U.S. Constitution to des-
ignate the time, place, and the manner
of their elections. I know the author of
this legislation said yesterday that
H.R. 1 is simply implementing the best
practices of States, but that is federal-
izing our election system, no matter
how nicely you phrase it.

Congress should partner with the
States who understand the unique
needs of their own residents and pro-
vide support to increase voter registra-
tion and improve election security in-
stead of federally mandating, what this
bill does, which is a one-size-fits-all ap-
proach.

There is a limited role for the Fed-
eral Government to play in elections
when patterns of discrimination have
occurred, and when we will continue to
address those patterns, we can do it in
a bipartisan way through the Voting
Rights Act.

I cannot stress enough that Congress
should absolutely be in favor of in-
creasing access to the polls, but we
cannot do that without adding the nec-
essary checks and balances to ensure
that these accesses are protected.

We should allow States to maintain
their own voter rolls to help them
process voters in a timely manner,
avoid unfunded mandates, and manage
voter lists to avoid registration and
voting irregularities. A few voting
irregularities can change the outcome
of a single election.

Just look at what happened recently
in North Carolina. A political operative
working for a Republican candidate il-
legally harvested ballots which led to
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the North Carolina State Board of
Elections calling for a new special elec-
tion. Ballot harvesting is the practice
when a political operative or volunteer
can come to your home, pick up your
ballot, and deliver it to the polling pre-
cinct. This process, while illegal in
most States like North Carolina, is a
perfectly legal practice in places like
California.

Republicans, both at the House Ad-
ministration Committee markup and
at Rules Committee, offered amend-
ments to prohibit ballot harvesting,
and both attempts were rejected by
Democrats. We can no longer be naive
to think that this is a practice that
will simply help your elderly neighbor
who can no longer get to the polls. Just
ask my former colleagues from Cali-
fornia. Ballot harvesting is an un-
guarded instrument that is occurring
on a large scale as a practice used by
political operatives to manipulate the
outcome of elections.

If we want to improve election secu-
rity, we must eliminate ballot har-
vesting and its risks to taking away
the choice of the American people.
Every American deserves their vote to
be counted and protected.

H.R. 1 limits free speech and imposes
vague standards that disadvantage
American citizens who want to advo-
cate on behalf of what they believe in.
Organizations like the National Right
to Life, the Chamber of Commerce, and
even the ACLU have spoken out
against this bill for that very reason.
Every American should be able to
speak on an issue that they are pas-
sionate about.

We also recently received the revised
CBO score of H.R. 1 which egregiously
underestimated H.R. 1’s cost to the
taxpayers because the Congressional
Budget Office said they needed more
time to develop a comprehensive score.
Instead of giving them more time, we
are preparing right now to vote on this
700-page bill.

My colleagues across the aisle are all
about transparency—at least that is
what I keep hearing. But I have yet to
see it in action, especially when it
comes to funding their own campaigns.
H.R. 1 is creating public subsidies
through the new government match
program. For every $200, $1,200 will be
going to a politician’s campaign. The
majority has changed this provision so
many times throughout the last couple
weeks. This money will come from the
U.S. Treasury through corporate fines
and go into this nebulous Freedom
From Influence Fund, but the bottom
line is it is going into Members of Con-
gress’ own campaigns.

Why are we allocating money to go
to politicians when there are so many
other causes like transportation, infra-
structure, and cancer research that our
tax dollars, your tax dollars, and the
Americans’ tax dollars should be fund-
ing?
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The Democratic majority claims
they want to take money out of poli-
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tics but have created a scheme that
will, for the first time ever, make it
legal for Members of Congress to take
corporate money into their own cam-
paigns.

This is exactly why we need to vote
“no’”” on H.R. 1. It is a travesty.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Chair, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. SARBANES), leader of H.R. 1,
the author of the bill.

Mr. SARBANES. Madam Chair, my
colleagues, somewhere in America
there is a family in their living room
looking at the television, hearing an-
other report about how billionaires and
super-PACs and insiders and lobbyists
are running Washington and calling
the shots on what happens in their
lives.

And they are asking themselves: Do
we matter anymore? Do we count? Will
our voice be heard?

H.R. 1 says to that family and mil-
lions of families across the country
who feel the same way: We get it. We
hear you. We want to change this place
and give you your voice back by restor-
ing ethics and integrity, by pushing
back on the influence of big money in
our politics and by making sure that,
when you go to vote, you don’t have to
run an obstacle course to the ballot
box in America.

That is what we stand for.

Our colleague JOHN LEWIS reminds us
all the time that we have to keep our
eyes on the prize. Well, on this day, at
this moment, in this House, the prize is
H.R. 1. Let’s pass H.R. 1.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Chair, may I
inquire how much time remains.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from California has 2% minutes re-
maining.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Chair, I yield
the remainder of my time to the gen-
tleman from Georgia, the Honorable
JOHN LEWIS, hero of the voting rights
and civil rights movement.

Mr. LEWIS. Madam Chair, I rise in
strong support on H.R. 1, and I urge
each and every one of our colleagues to
support this bill.

Madam Chair, you have heard me say
on occasion that the right to vote is
precious—almost sacred. In a demo-
cratic society, it the most powerful
nonviolent instrument or tool that we
have.

In my heart of hearts, I believe we
have a moral responsibility to restore
access for all of our citizens who desire
to participate in the democratic proc-
ess.

Many people marched and protested
for the right to vote. Some gave a little
blood. Others gave their very lives.

This weekend, many of our col-
leagues traveled with us to Alabama—
to Birmingham, to Montgomery, and to
Selma. They saw the signs in the muse-
ums that said, “White only.”” ‘‘Colored

only.”
They visited the First Baptist
Church in downtown Montgomery



H2600

where we feared for our lives as a mob
waited outside to attack and kill us.

They stood on the Edmund Pettus
Bridge—crossing the Alabama River—
where we were beaten, trampled, and
tear-gassed for attempting to march
from Selma to Montgomery to drama-
tize the need for voting rights.

Madam Chair, you have heard me tell
this story before, and you know our
work is not finished. It makes me sad.
It makes me feel like crying when peo-
ple are denied the right to vote.

We all know that this is not a Demo-
cratic or a Republican issue. It is an
American one.

For the past few days, I listened to
the debate on this bill. I spent some
time having what I call an executive
session with myself.

The words of Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., came to mind. He would often say
that the ‘“‘arc of the moral universe is
long, but it bends toward justice.”

This vote is an opportunity to be on
the right side of history. It is a chance
to cast a vote by the people, of the peo-
ple, and for the people.

So I ask you: If not us, then who? If
not now, then when?

The time has arrived to tear down
the barriers to the ballot box. Today,
we are able to do our part in this long
fight for the very soul of our Nation.
Let’s save our Nation and redeem the
soul of America.

Ms. LOFGREN. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired.

Under the rule, the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms.
DEGETTE) having assumed the chair,
Ms. HAALAND, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 1) to expand Americans’
access to the ballot box, reduce the in-
fluence of big money in politics, and
strengthen ethics rules for public serv-
ants, and for other purposes, and, pur-
suant to House Resolution 172, she re-
ported the bill, as amended by that res-
olution, back to the House with sundry
further amendments adopted in the
Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
further amendment reported from the
Committee of the Whole? If not, the
Chair will put them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. CRENSHAW. Madam Speaker, I
have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?
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Mr. CRENSHAW. I am, in its current
form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Crenshaw moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 1 to the Committee on the Judiciary
with instructions to report the same to the
House forthwith with the following amend-
ment:

Add, at the end of the bill, the following
(and conform the table of contents accord-
ingly):

DIVISION D—UPHOLDING SUFFRAGE IN

AMERICA
TITLE XI—UPHOLDING SUFFRAGE IN
AMERICA
SEC. 11001. SHORT TITLE.

This division may be cited as the ‘““Uphold-
ing Suffrage in America Act’ or the “USA
Act”.

SEC. 11002. FINDINGS.

Congress finds as follows:

(1) Voting is fundamental to a functioning
democracy.

(2) The Constitution prohibits discrimina-
tion in voting based on race, sex, poll taxes,
and age.

(3) It is of paramount importance that the
United States maintains the legitimacy of
its elections and protects them from inter-
ference, including interference from foreign
threats and illegal voting.

(4) The city of San Francisco, California, is
allowing non-citizens, including illegal im-
migrants, to register to vote in school board
elections.

(5) Federal law prohibits non-citizens from
voting in elections for Federal office.

SEC. 11003. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that allowing il-
legal immigrants the right to vote devalues
the franchise and diminishes the voting
power of United States citizens.

Ms. LOFGREN (during the reading).
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the reading be dispensed
with.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. I ob-
ject.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Clerk will continue to read.

The Clerk continued to read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Madam Speaker,
this is the final amendment to the bill.
It will not kill the bill. If adopted, the
bill will immediately proceed to final
passage, as amended.

Much has been made of election secu-
rity as of late, much of it for good rea-
son. In the end, these concerns, the
concerns that many Americans right-
fully share, are built around the funda-
mental notion that our vote should
count, our vote should mean some-
thing; and we should know that, when
we cast it, it is sacred and unchanging.

Our vote is a signal of what direction
we want our country to move toward,
and that vote is an element of trust
that we place in the men or women
elected to take it in that direction.

We vote because this country is gov-
erned by the people, by the citizens of
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this country. We in this body humbly
serve at their pleasure.

The quickest way to erode a democ-
racy, erode faith in our institutions, is
to erode that trust, erode the notion
that your vote truly counts.

The truth is this is already hap-
pening. In places like San Francisco,
Democrats have fought hard to ensure
that U.S. citizens must share their
civic duty, their vote, with illegal im-
migrants. The city of San Francisco
has effectively canceled out the votes
of its citizens and replaced it with
illegals.

When I say it out loud, it sounds like
I am making it up, because what kind
of government would cancel out the
votes of its own citizens and replace
them with noncitizens—but not just
any noncitizens, ones who entered our
country illegally.

It is with this in mind, this sacred
duty to protect our citizens, protect
their vote, protect their voice, that I
propose this motion to recommit.

This motion to recommit would show
the American people that, despite the
deep and growing differences between
us, we can at least agree that the peo-
ple who vote for us are citizens of this
country.

Madam Speaker, this is a simple af-
firmation. It is an affirmation of the
fact that the elected representatives of
this body answer to the citizens of this
country who voted for us. We will not
stand by and let their voices be muted.
We will not let their trust be eroded.
We will not let our democracy be ques-
tioned.

Last year, Congress voted on this
very idea. Forty-nine Democrats
crossed the aisle to vote with us.

It should not be a partisan idea that
the people who do not legally live in
our country cannot legally vote in our
elections. If you are not legally here, if
you entered our country against the
laws and wishes of our citizens, then
you should not vote for representation
in our government, diluting the voices
of Americans.

I am proposing this MTR not because
it feels good, not because we want to
attack anyone, but because it is clear
to all of us that voter integrity actu-
ally needs to be defended.

It has become clear because San
Francisco is not the only municipality
that has fallen into this radicalism.
Other cities have done or attempted to
do the same.

The men and women in this body are
here because we were duly elected as
such.

Our citizens expect much of us. They
expect us to protect their most funda-
mental rights: the right to life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness. They ex-
pect us to respect their voice. Often,
the only way they have to express that
voice is through their vote.

If we no longer agree to protect that
voice, as we did last Congress—if we
don’t, in this moment, agree that their
voice should not be canceled out but
protected, then I worry a great deal
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about our democracy. I worry that
radicalism has made its way into this
sacred body, as it already has in so
many other places across our great
country.

I urge my colleagues to vote for this
motion to recommit. Vote to protect
the voices of your constituents. Vote
to preserve the notion that our Na-
tion’s government is elected by—and
only by—the citizens of this country.
Anything less is a disservice to the
very people who put us here.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

0 1100

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, 1
claim the time in opposition.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, H.R.
1 already prevents noncitizens from
voting in Federal elections, whether
they are here lawfully or undocu-
mented. In fact, the motion to recom-
mit notices that. They say: ‘‘Federal
law prohibits noncitizens from voting
in Federal elections.”

H.R. 1 utilizes the authority in Arti-
cle I, Section 4 to extend in Federal
elections the opportunity for every
American to vote.

This motion to recommit is an effort
to divert us from the mission that we
are on to expand voting rights to every
American citizen in Federal elections.
I urge its defeat.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ROSE).

Mr. ROSE of New York. Madam
Speaker, I rise today in opposition to
this motion. I rise today as a new
Member who ran for office on cleaning
up our system. And admittedly, I rise
today as someone who has voted for
Republican MTRs in the past.

In fact, I was eager to hear how my
colleagues and friends across the aisle
would propose a solution today for how
they are going to finally drain the
swamp. I was eager to hear how they
would protect and enshrine the rights
and freedoms and liberties that we all
are endowed in the Constitution.

But what they have given us today
does nothing to drain the swamp, noth-
ing to uphold our freedoms. Only in
Washington would we see a group of
people actively trying to sabotage
anticorruption measures.

This is a political stunt meant to di-
vide us, meant to sow hatred. It is a
game, nothing less. Nothing less.

This right here is why the American
people hate politics. Honestly, if this is
your strategy to win future elections,
we wish you Godspeed because it will
never work. It will never work because
the question before us today, and the
thing that this joke of an MTR that is
seeking to distract us from is, whose
side are you on?

Let’s show the American people that
this is the people’s House, not the
House of corporate interests and lobby-
ists and dark money.

Again, I stand in opposition to this
motion.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, may
I ask how much time remains.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California has 2% min-
utes remaining.

Ms. LOFGREN. At this point, Madam
Speaker, I yield the balance of my time
to the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
LEWIS), the hero of the voting rights
movement.

Mr. LEWIS. Madam Speaker, I be-
lieve in the way of peace, in the way of
love. I believe in the philosophy and
the discipline of nonviolence.

Can we come together and support a
simple piece of legislation to open up
the political process and let all of our
people come in?

I ask you to remember what I said a
few moments ago. With this vote, we
have an opportunity to be a headlight
and not a taillight.

Some of our colleagues are com-
plaining that we didn’t have enough
time. We have the time. This piece of
legislation was introduced more than 7
yvears ago, and the other party didn’t
do anything.

We are prepared to act. We are pre-
pared to open up the political process
and let all of the people come in. It is
the right thing to do. It is a good thing
to do, to set our country on a path, a
path that can be a model for the rest of
the world.

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, on that I demand the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5-
minute vote on the motion to recom-
mit will be followed by 5-minute votes
on:

Passage of the bill, if ordered; and

Agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 197, nays
228, not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 117]

YEAS—197
Abraham Bishop (UT) Carter (TX)
Aderholt Bost Chabot
Allen Brady Cheney
Amodei Brindisi Cline
Armstrong Brooks (AL) Cloud
Arrington Brooks (IN) Cole
Babin Buchanan Collins (GA)
Bacon Buck Collins (NY)
Baird Bucshon Comer
Balderson Budd Conaway
Banks Burchett Cook
Barr Burgess Crenshaw
Bergman Byrne Cunningham
Biggs Calvert Curtis
Bilirakis Carter (GA) Davidson (OH)
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Davis, Rodney
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Emmer

Estes
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Horn, Kendra S.
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amash
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar

Joyce (PA)
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta
Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McBath
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meadows
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Norman
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence
Perry
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roby

Roe, David P.
Rogers (KY)

NAYS—228

Cummings
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)

Davis, Danny K.

Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F

Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes

Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
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Rooney (FL)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Scalise
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spano
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Upton

Van Drew
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Wright

Yoho

Young
Zeldin

Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Matsui
McAdams
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McCollum Pressley Speier
McEachin Price (NC) Stanton
McGovern Quigley Stevens
McNerney Raskin Suozzi
Meeks Rice (NY) Swalwell (CA)
Meng Richmond Takano
Moore Rose (NY) Thompson (CA)
Morelle Rouda Thompson (MS)
Moulton Roybal-Allard Titus
Mucarsel-Powell  Ruiz Tlaib
Murphy Ruppersberger Tonko
Nadler Rush Torres (CA)
Napolitano Ryan Torres Small
Neal Sanchez (NM)
Neguse Sarbanes Trahan
Norcross Scanlon
O’Halleran Schakowsky Trone
Ocasio-Cortez Schiff Underwood
Omar Schneider Vargas
Pallone Schrier Veasey
Panetta Scott (VA) Vela
Pappas Scott, David Vglazquez
Pascrell Serrano Visclosky
Payne Sewell (AL) Wasserman
Pelosi Shalala Schultz
Perlmutter Sherman Waters
Peters Sherrill Watson Coleman
Peterson Sires Welch
Phillips Slotkin Wexton
Pingree Smith (WA) Wild
Pocan Soto Wilson (FL)
Porter Spanberger Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—T7
Clay Maloney, Sean Stivers
Crawford Rodgers (WA)
Dunn Rogers (AL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Madam
Speaker, had | been present, | would have
voted “yea” on rollcall No. 117.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, on that I demand the
yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 234, nays
193, not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 118]

This

YEAS—234

Adams Carson (IN) Crow
Aguilar Cartwright Cuellar
Allred Case Cummings
Axne Casten (IL) Cunningham
Barragan Castor (FL) Davids (KS)
Bass Castro (TX) Davis (CA)
Beatty Chu, Judy Dayvis, Danny K.
Bera Cicilline Dean
Beyer Cisneros DeFazio
Bishop (GA) Clark (MA) DeGette
Blumenauer Clarke (NY) DeLauro
Blunt Rochester  Cleaver DelBene
Bonamici Clyburn Delgado
Boyle, Brendan Cohen Demings

F. Connolly DeSaulnier
Brindisi Cooper Deutch
Brown (MD) Correa Dingell
Brownley (CA) Costa Doggett
Bustos Courtney Doyle, Michael
Butterfield Cox (CA) F.
Carbajal Craig Engel
Cardenas Crist Escobar

Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes

Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes

Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim

Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost

Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer

Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rose (NY)
Rouda

NAYS—193

Conaway
Cook
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Hartzler

Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
wild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
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McClintock Roe, David P. Timmons
McHenry Rogers (KY) Tipton
McKinley Rooney (FL) Turner
Meadows Rose, John W. Upton
Mguser Rouzer Wagner
M}Her Roy Walberg
Moolomaar  Sealise | waden
Mooney (WV) Schweikert gaikerk
Mullin Scott, Austin a.orskl
Newhouse Sensenbrenner Waltz'
Norman Shimkus Watkins
Nunes Simpson Weber (TX)
Olson Smith (MO) Webster (FL)
Palazzo Smith (NE) Wenstrup
Palmer Smith (NJ) Westerman
Pence Smucker Williams
Perry Spano Wilson (SC)
Posey Stauber Wittman
Ratcliffe Stefanik Womack
Reed Steil Woodall
Reschenthaler Steube Wright
Rice (SC) Stewart Yoho
Riggleman Taylor Young
Roby Thompson (PA) Zeldin
Rodgers (WA) Thornberry

NOT VOTING—b5
Clay Dunn Stivers
Crawford Rogers (AL)
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind all persons in the
gallery that they are here as guests of
the House and that any manifestation
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings is in violation of the rules of
the House.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the
Journal, which the Chair will put de
novo.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962,
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT

Mrs. MILLER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
from further consideration of H.R. 962,
the Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Pro-
tection Act, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
guidelines consistently issued by suc-
cessive Speakers, as recorded in sec-
tion 956 of the House Rules and Man-
ual, the Chair is constrained not to en-
tertain this request unless it has been
cleared by the bipartisan floor and
committee leaderships.

Mrs. MILLER. Madam Speaker, if
this unanimous consent request cannot
be entertained, I urge the Speaker and
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the majority leader

schedule this bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tlewoman is not recognized for debate.

——
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. SCALISE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER), the House majority leader, for
the purpose of explaining the week to
come.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

As I have expressed, the gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. RICHMOND), my
friend, would like to have a moment.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
RICHMOND).

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank both the majority leader and the
minority whip for yielding me time.

Today is a great day, but it is also a
sad day for me. I am losing my chief of
staff, the only one that I have had
since I have been here, Virgil Miller,
who, the funny story is, John Dingell
made the reference for me to hire him.

The one thing I appreciate now is
that when I called John Dingell for a
recommendation, he was on the House
floor, but told his staff, ‘“No matter
where I am, pull me off so I can talk
about how great Virgil Miller is.”

Some of you may have seen the news,
but Virgil proposed. More importantly,
Kirby said yes. So he is getting mar-
ried and starting another chapter of his
life.

It was great to have him here in this
body, and I hope for him the best. He is
not only my chief, but he has come to
be part of our family and like a young-
er brother to me. I just want to wish
him the best as he goes off to start a
more exciting part of his life and wish
him the best.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the majority
leader for allowing me to say a few
words.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his comments.

I know that I speak on behalf of all
the Members of the House to wish Vir-
gil Godspeed, great success in the fu-
ture, and great happiness.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, if I may
reclaim my time from the majority
leader.

Mr. Speaker, I do also want to thank
Virgil for his time and his service to
the House for so long and to work so
closely with my friend, CEDRIC RICH-
MOND, but also with the entire Lou-
isiana delegation. We have had a long
history of working incredibly well to-
gether on issues that are important to
our State and the country.

Virgil has been right there from the
beginning of CEDRIC’s career and a
great part of the Louisiana delegation
but also a great part of what makes
this House work.

to immediately
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Mr. Speaker, while we will miss Vir-
gil, I wish him well on his new life
ahead, a lot of exciting times. I con-
tinue to look forward to seeing you in
New Orleans at our great restaurants.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER).
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Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the House
will meet at 12 p.m. for morning-hour
debate and 2 p.m. for legislative busi-
ness, with votes postponed until 6:30
p.m.

On Tuesday and Wednesday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning-
hour debate and 12 p.m. for legislative
business.

On Thursday, the House will meet at
9 a.m. for legislative business, with last
votes no later than 3 p.m.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. A complete list
of suspensions will be announced by
the close of business today.

The House will also consider H. Con.
Res. 24, expressing the sense of Con-
gress that the report of Special Counsel
Mueller should be made available to
the public and to Congress.

Mr. SCALISE. I thank the gentleman
for walking through the schedule, and I
would like to ask the gentleman from
Maryland about the process that we
have had so far this Congress in terms
of amendments that have been sub-
mitted on the House floor on legisla-
tion and the way that it has been in-
credibly closed, especially in a partisan
way to Republican amendments.

If you look just at the bill we debated
a few minutes ago, H.R. 1, only 11 per-
cent of Republican amendments were
made in order. More than 60 amend-
ments of Democrat amendments were
made in order. And if you look at the
entire Congress so far this year, there
were only 16 percent of Republican
amendments made in order while 73
percent of Democrat amendments were
made in order, which does reflect poor-
ly on the promise that this would be a
more open process.

I would ask the gentleman from
Maryland, can you address at least in
the future to make this a more fair and
open process so that you are not clos-
ing out opportunities over and over
again for Republican amendments to be
made in order?

And I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for his question. I want to put it in
context.

For the first time in history, we
started this Congress with a govern-
ment shutdown. For the first time in
history. The business was not com-
pleted, the government was not fully
funded, and it was necessary for us, as
we began this session, to have numer-
ous votes to open up the government.
We didn’t get a lot of help from your
side of the aisle on doing that, and it
was not about a debate; we had consid-
ered six bills that essentially had been
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agreed to. There was clearly a disagree-
ment on Homeland Security.

But let me remind you, on H.R. 1, the
largest bill that we considered during
the last Congress, you brought that to
the floor and you had no committee
hearings. Not a single committee hear-
ing. You had no witnesses. No member
of the public was able to testify. It was
a closed rule, and zero amendments
were made in order.

Now, let me make a comparison for
you on H.R. 1, the bill we just passed.
This bill had five hearings across sev-
eral committees, 19 witnesses testified,
the primary committee of jurisdiction
had markup, and 72 amendments were
made in order.

Now, H.R. 1, last Congress, zero
Democratic amendments made in
order. Now of course there were no Re-
publican amendments made in order ei-
ther because it was a closed rule, no
amendments at all, no hearings, no
committee hearings, no witnesses.

So that we have, as we said we would,
had a process, opportunity for the pub-
lic to testify, opportunity for amend-
ments to be made in order. I forget ex-
actly how many amendments you said,
Republican amendments, but that is,
whatever that number was, whether it
was 10 or 15 or 25 or 35, more than we
had in order.

As the gentleman knows, the last
Congress was the most closed Congress
in history. In history. We did not see a
single open rule, not one under Speaker
Ryan, not one. I am committed to en-
suring, however, that we have a limited
amount of closed rules.

Again, the gentleman is correct, the
government was shut down and we had
rules that we put forward to get the
government open. It was not an amend-
ment to say partially open this. It was,
let’s get it open.

So that my answer to the gentleman
is we said what we were going to do on
bills. We had 72 amendments on this
bill. The proportion of amendments,
the gentleman’s concerned about, cer-
tainly want to make sure that we have
substantive amendments considered
from both sides of the aisle; that was
done here. The gentleman thinks not
enough, but as I said, it was, as opposed
to zero, a substantial increase.

Mr. SCALISE. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman. I would like to point out, of
those 72 amendments that you identify
that were made in order, only nine
were Republican amendments. So when
we talk about a fair and open process,
the government shutdown has nothing
to do with the fact that your side com-
mitted to having a more open process,
and it is not. In fact, it is the reverse
of what we saw last Congress.

If you look at the entire last Con-
gress, the entire 2-year period, there

were more Democrat amendments
made in order under a Republican Con-
gress than there were Republican

amendments made in order. In fact, if
you look at the numbers for the entire
2-year period, 38 percent of Republican
amendments were made in order; 45
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percent of Democrat amendments were
made in order. In the overall number,
752 Democrat amendments made in
order, 752. There were only 640 Repub-
lican amendments made in order. So
more Democrat amendments were
made in order under our majority than
Republican amendments.

In this Congress so far, it is been a
harshly partisan process through the
Rules Committee. Again, the entire
year, only 16 percent of Republican
amendments made in order; 73 percent
of Democrat amendments made in
order.

And just looking at H.R. 1 again, we
had on our side a colleague of ours,
Representative FITZPATRICK. He actu-
ally led the FBI'’s agency on campaign
finance and election crimes enforce-
ment. He actually put people in jail
who committed voter fraud, and this is
a voter bill, a bill on voting rights, and
you have a Member of Congress who ac-
tually worked with the FBI to put peo-
ple in jail for voter fraud. He submitted
seven different amendments to clean
up some of the corruption that was in
your bill that you just passed. Not one
of his amendments was made in order.
This is an FBI agent who actually put
people in jail for voter fraud, not a par-
tisan issue, and yet not one of his
amendments was made in order.

So you want to talk about a closed
process, let’s also talk about the policy
that is being closed out, and if you
want to shut out efforts to clean up
voter fraud, that is your prerogative,
but ultimately it is not what you
promised when you took the majority
and if you compare it to the last Con-
gress. Again, the entire 2-year period,
more Democrat amendments were
made in order than Republican amend-
ments were made in order under our
Republican majority.

I would hope in the future this proc-
ess is less partisan and more fair, as it
was promised to be.

On that note, I would like to ask the
majority leader about a word that is
swirling around regarding changes to
the motion to recommit. Now, when
you look at the history of Congress,
this motion to recommit is more than
100 years old. It had been a custom. It
had been a custom where the majority
party brings a bill to the floor under a
rule, and regardless of all the amend-
ments that are allowed, at the very end
of that process, the minority party
gets an opportunity to make a final
amendment to the bill. That is the mo-
tion to recommit.

It wasn’t in the rules for a long time.
And then towards the end of the Demo-
crat majority, right before the 1994 rev-
olution, there were efforts to take that
away from the minority. So when the
Republicans took over in 1994, the
Newt Gingrich majority, they actually
put in the rules the motion to recom-
mit. Again, it was a custom going back
100 years. They formalized it. As the
majority, they gave the minority that
right in the rules. And it has always
been there. It was cleaned up a little
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bit over the years, but it is a tool that
has been always allowed to the minor-
ity.

We are hearing—and it is rumor
maybe—I would like to ask the major-
ity leader to clarify, are there any ef-
forts or attempts being made to change
and diminish the motion to recommit?

And I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. Of course, we both know,
certainly since the time I have been
here, that motions to recommit, on
both sides of the aisle, have been
gotcha amendments. They have been
amendments to use for political ads to
talk about partisanship. Both sides did
that, understand.

So is there consternation about
them? There is. Did you have an MTR
today? You did. It was a difficult MTR.
Of course, it dealt with a problem that
does not exist at the Federal level, and
it said so in the resolution, that there
was not a problem that they were solv-
ing, just a sort of a sense that local
communities ought to be directed what
to do.

Having said that let me go back to
the gentleman’s question again. You
said you had nine amendments. We had
zero. So you could say it was 900 per-
cent, 9,000 percent, but whatever you
want to say, on H.R. 1 in your Congress
and H.R. 1 in our Congress and all
those figures, I think, are probably lost
on the public, but what is not lost on
the public or the press that has covered
it extensively, last Congress was the
most closed Congress in history, just as
the Government being shutdown at the
beginning of this Congress was the first
time that happened in history, because
you didn’t get your job done.

But I would tell the leader, I under-
stand the rights of the minority. We
want to honor the rights of the minor-
ity, and, yes, there is a lot of discus-
sion, but as you know, nothing has
been done, and I am sure those discus-
sions will continue.

But I understand the gentleman’s
point. We used the motion to recom-
mit. You have used the motion to re-
commit. There is no proposed change
currently under consideration.

Mr. SCALISE. I thank the gentleman
for clarifying that. And I hope that tra-
dition continues on, that this motion
to recommit stays in order, because
there are some Members that, if the
motion to recommit passes, would vote
for final passage. So that is one of the
tools that are used. And if you cite, as
you did, the motion to recommit that
we had on H.R. 1 just a little while ago,
it actually was identifying a serious
problem.

It mentioned in that motion to re-
commit what happens in some commu-
nities where they are allowing illegals
to vote, people that are here illegally,
to vote in elections, whether it is
school board elections or any other,
and then you have a process where
somebody has an ID, they are auto-
matically sent to the voter registra-
tion files. And it creates a process
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where corruption can occur, where peo-
ple who are here illegally can get on
voting rolls and maybe you catch it at
the local level and maybe you don’t,
but it creates that opportunity. So we
had a motion to prevent that from hap-
pening, and, unfortunately, that mo-
tion to recommit failed. But again,
that is a tool that has been available
for any minority to use.

And in fact, when you bring up H.R.

1 from last Congress, our bill to cut
taxes for working families so that we
can rebuild our middle class, which we
are finally doing now because we cut
taxes for everybody, people are seeing
more money in their pockets; higher
wages because of that bill. Heavily de-
bated in committee; lots of amend-
ments in committee on both sides.
When it came to the floor, yes, there
were no amendments on your side or on
our side, but you did have a motion to
recommit. So you had an amendment
opportunity that we didn’t have on
that bill. But at the end of the day, ob-
viously all Members on your side voted
no.”
But you can see how the economy has
taken off and how families actually
have more money in their pockets and
wages are up for working families be-
cause we cut those taxes.

So I would point that out as we move
forward, hopefully, those rules don’t
change in a way that would try to di-
minish even further the opportunities
that both sides have to bring amend-
ments to the floor.

Finally, I would like to ask about the
resolution that we had on the floor yes-
terday, the resolution to condemn all
forms of bigotry, hatred. Unfortunately
many of our Members felt it fell short
of the objective that was stated by the
majority at the beginning of the week,
that there would be a resolution
brought forward to actually condemn
comments that were made, that were
anti-Semitic by one of our Members.

And I would like to ask the gen-
tleman, is there going to be any action
taken, especially as it relates to the
Foreign Affairs Committee, to remove
the Member that we are talking about?

And I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I tell the gentleman, I
have heard that question raised before.

You removed Mr. KING from the com-
mittees after 10 years of comments,
speeches, and support for groups that
did not comport with what we said yes-
terday in terms of rejecting bigotry
and prejudice and hate. Ten years.
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We have now twice taken action to
make clear that hate and prejudice and
bigotry are not the policies of this Con-
gress, of this country, and should not
be the policy of any of our Members,
rhetorically.

Debating policy, having differences
of opinion are clear. I don’t know
whether the gentleman heard my
speech on the floor, but I could not, I
think, have articulated more forcefully
that anti-Semitism is unacceptable,
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that anti-Semitism has led to grievous
results, unacceptable results, the Holo-
caust, of course, being the most hor-
rific.

I made that very clear. The resolu-
tion made that very clear. And yes, it
did include other forms and other ob-
jects of hate and prejudice and bigotry.

And I was disappointed that 23 of
your Members voted against it. Every
one of my Members, without exception,
voted for that resolution. So that reso-
lution, I thought, that got over 400 of
us, spoke very strongly to our opposi-
tion to anti-Semitism, to racism, to
sexism, to Islamophobia.

And I haven’t seen any resolution on
the floor of the House when you were
in charge that responded to the Presi-
dent of the United States stoking
Islamophobia.

I saw no resolution. I saw no resolu-
tion on the floor when the President of
the United States made a comment
that, well, there are bad people on both
sides, in Charlottesville—those holding
Swastikas; those who were saying we
are not going to allow the Jews to take
over; those who had racist epithets and
who, in fact, of course, killed one of the
participants. I saw no resolution. We
ultimately did get to a resolution.

But I would say to my friend, frank-
ly, those of us on our side of the aisle
think that the President too often uses
words and actions that undermine the
sentiment of the resolution that I
voted for, that you voted for, and the
overwhelming majority of the House
voted for saying that is not and should
not be the policy of the United States.

I won’t go into more specifics, but
the gentleman, I am sure, knows that I
could.

What is positive is that yesterday
some 400-plus of us voted to say to
America and to each of our citizens and
those who view America as a beacon of
liberty and justice that we reject out of
hand any comments, any actions that
would be recognized by most people as
stoking bigotry and prejudice and hate.

So, yes, that language you are talk-
ing about, as introduced, was not a
final product. The final product came
about through a lot of discussions and
addressing the hate and bigotry and
prejudice that is directed at too many
people who are somehow viewed as dif-
ferent.

The remarks to which the gentleman
referred were pointed out very clearly
as being remarks which had been used
through the millennia as ways to di-
minish the integrity of Jewish citizens
and to imply that somehow their sup-
port for Israel was an indication of
their lack of loyalty to their country.
You and I both know that was used for
centuries, millennia, to marginalize
Jewish citizens and to make them feel
unwelcomed and rejected.

So I think the resolution was a good
thing for us to do. It passed over-
whelmingly. I am sorry that 23 of your
Members decided not to vote for it.

Let me go back to the MTRs.

We had a very strong statement that
your side offered on anti-Semitism.
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And you all voted for it; we all voted
for it. Not a single Democrat voted
against it. And when it came for final
passage, I don’t recall how many Re-
publicans, but it was the overwhelming
majority of your caucus voted against
it.

So offering an amendment, having
the amendment adopted, which we ac-
cepted because we thought that it was
important to make that powerful
statement against anti-Semitism, we
adopted it.

Unfortunately, when it came to the
real vote—not the political gotcha
vote, but when it came to the real
vote—your side all voted against it—or
if not all, pretty close.

Mr. SCALISE. And as we disagree
with the underlying bills, we all agree
that anti-Semitism is wrong. We have
been very vocal in rejecting anti-Semi-
tism and any form of bigotry.

The issue with the resolution that
was brought forward—first of all, as
the gentleman, over months, has prom-
ised a 72-hour rule where there would
be 72 hours to review legislation, as
you acknowledged, that resolution con-
tinued to change over and over again.
By the time it was filed, before Mem-
bers had the opportunity to vote, there
wasn’t a T72-hour rule. In fact, there
wasn’t even a T2-minute rule. There
was less than an hour to review the
legislation

As Members went through it, it in-
cluded some things that we all agree
should be rejected. But many Mem-
bers—and I would refer the gentleman
from Maryland to the statements made
by the gentleman from New York (Mr.
ZELDIN), who eloquently stated why
that resolution fell short at its original
objection: to equivocate anti-Semi-
tism, to refuse to acknowledge that as
Members spew anti-Semitism. If we
can say that anti-Semitism is unac-
ceptable—and I agree. If we say that we
should reject those policies, the dual
citizenship question, which is anti-Se-
mitic, the money influence, which was
offensive and anti-Semitic, we Kkeep
coming back to this because these
statements continue to be made.

But if that is unacceptable, if you
agree that anti-Semitism is unaccept-
able and bad policy, then why do you
continue to leave a Member who is
anti-Semitic on the committee that
deals with the policy of the foreign pol-
icy of this Nation?

It is a high-profile committee. The
Foreign Affairs Committee is a plumb
spot. Many Members on both sides
want to get on that committee because
it is so important at stating our for-
eign policy to the world, at standing
with our allies.

When you go to other countries and
meet with officials, if you say you are
on the Foreign Affairs Committee, it is
a higher level of respect and acknowl-
edgment that implies that your views
represent the views of the TUnited
States Congress.

That is the concern where the resolu-
tion fell short.
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And so many of our Members said:
How many times are we going to have
to keep voting on resolutions that talk
generally but don’t act specifically to
address the problems?

And if you want to talk about the
President, President Trump has been
very clear and vocal, speaking out
against anti-Semitism.

You saw him, just a few weeks ago,
from this podium, in his State of the
Union Address so eloquently bringing
members to the gallery, people to the
gallery: the three men who stormed
Normandy Beach on D-day to liberate
France and to defeat Nazis; the gen-
tleman from Pittsburgh, the Holocaust
survivor, over 90 years old, who sur-
vived the Pittsburgh shooting, who
also was at Dachau.

And then for the President to so elo-
quently refer to one of our heroes who
stormed Normandy Beach and then a
year later help liberate Dachau, what a
special moment for this House to see
how hatred and bigotry is evil but how
the might and power of the United
States stands up against it.

We should all speak out against it,
but we should also take the actions
that, if somebody is continuing to ex-
hibit those kind of beliefs in this Con-
gress, they shouldn’t be making policy
on the committee that has jurisdiction.
That has been the concern.

I hope we don’t have to come back to
it. I hope we don’t have to keep coming
back to address this problem. It
shouldn’t be a growing problem.

We should all stand up against it
when we see it. And hopefully, we don’t
see it anymore because we are so
clear—mot just in our words, but clear
in our actions.

So as we continue to, hopefully, find
common ground—and there is common
ground to be found. This wasn’t a good
week for the United States Congress to
see the kind of divisions, to see it take
days to come up with a simple resolu-
tion that should have taken minutes to
stand up clearly against anti-Semitic
actions.

So, hopefully, next week we can re-
turn to making policy where we are
able to come together in a bipartisan
way to address concerns and problems
of this Nation.

And I know I look forward to work-
ing with the gentleman if we find that
common ground. And we will, we ulti-
mately will.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. First of all, Mr. Speak-
er, let me say I reject out of hand the
premise that we didn’t speak directly
to anti-Semitism in the resolution that
was adopted yesterday, period. It spoke
strongly to that.

Not only did it speak strongly, but if
the gentleman heard my remarks, they
were very strong with respect to an ab-
solute rejection of anti-Semitism.

Now, apparently, the problem is we
also spoke against racism. We also
spoke against xenophobia.

I mentioned the President on xeno-
phobia, the denigration of the dignity
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of immigrants who have been so impor-
tant to this country at the highest lev-
els of our government, the allegations
of widespread criminal activity in a
broad bush. That resolution yesterday
spoke to that.

It spoke about Islamophobia. It
spoke about hatred of immigrants, of
LGBT members of our society. It spoke
against discrimination and hate. And,
yes, it spoke directly about anti-Semi-
tism, as it should have.

As I was absolutely committed, and
the Members of this House were abso-
lutely committed—save 23. I don’t
know why that 23 voted against it, but
they did, not on our side of the aisle.

And I agree with the gentleman.
Hopefully, we can continue to not use
this as a political football, as I think it
is being used.

And I am not going to cite some of
the remarks of the minority leader
with respect to Mr. Soros, Mr. Steier or
others, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. KING. There
was a difference, Mr. Speaker. We
didn’t wait 10 years.

Initially, we acted—the entire Demo-
cratic leadership—with a very pointed
and direct letter that anti-Semitism
was not acceptable, period. No confu-
sion.

And within days, we put a suspension
bill—which, by the way, the rules are
waived on suspension bills. As the gen-
tleman knows, you don’t necessarily
have to give 72 hours. But there were 72
hours that that was being discussed,
and people knew it was being discussed,
and the leader—and the whip has re-
ferred to that.
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But I hope that nobody would dimin-
ish what we said yesterday about anti-
Semitism, or racism, or any other kind
of ism.

Let us not diminish what we did yes-
terday. I think this was a good week,
Mr. Speaker, for the House of Rep-
resentatives. We spoke about making
sure that voting rights were protected
for every American, and not only that,
protected, but facilitated, made easier
to register and to vote so that all
Americans could express their opinion
on the policies of their country and
their State, and their municipality, or
whatever office they were voting for.

It was a good day to say that we are
going to have redistricting which is not
run by the politicians, and I have been
one of them that has done it so every-
body understands that. Every State,
not just a few, would have to have a re-
districting process that was fair and
balanced, and not just the politicians
drawing their own districts.

It was a good day, Mr. Speaker. It
was a good week, because we also spoke
about making sure that we have cam-
paign finance that discloses to every-
body who the contributors are. It is
ironic, Mr. Speaker, that I was here
when we considered McCain-Feingold
and the Republican leadership in the
House and the Senate both said: ‘“You
don’t need caps. You don’t need to
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limit spending. What you need is dis-
closure. Let people know who is con-
tributing.”

Well, of course, Citizens United un-
dermined that pretty substantially,
and we have millions and millions of
dollars nobody knows where it comes
from, so this bill did that.

This bill also said that we ought to
have better ethics. We ought to not be
serving on boards of profit-making cor-
porations while we are making policies
that affect them in this House. And,
yes, it said the President of the United
States, as every President since I have
been a Member of Congress which has
been since 1981, should disclose their
tax returns so that the people know,
are they acting in their own interest,
or in the people’s interest.

We called this bill the For the People
Act, for voting rights, for fair registra-
tion, for campaign finance that is hon-
est and above board and transparent,
and for good ethical behavior by us and
by the President.

So I disagree with my friend, the mi-
nority whip. I think this was a good
week. In some ways, it was a tough
week, but it was a good week. I am
very pleased that not only did we adopt
that resolution against hate, and preju-
dice, and bigotry against all, including
and very pointedly, starting out with
anti-Semitism.

We also adopted a bill that will give
more trust and faith to the American
people in their government and more
access to the ballot box. It was a good
bill. It was a good week.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, if we
talk about H.R. 1, what the gentleman
fails to mention is that bill gives bil-
lions of dollars of taxpayer money to
politicians. Many have called it the
“For the Politicians Act.”” Most Ameri-
cans across this country are hard-
working. I don’t want to see their tax-
payer dollars go to some politician
that they strongly disagree with so
that they can run negative attack ads,
things that people don’t like to see on
TV.

If somebody wants to contribute to a
campaign, that is their prerogative,
but no taxpayer should be forced to
give billions of dollars of their tax-
payer money to politicians, whether
they agree or disagree with them, by
coercion from the Federal Government.
That is in the bill. It has felons voting.
Many States have laws against felons
voting.

For example, somebody brought this
up and we weren’t even able to get a
clear answer. If somebody was con-
victed of child molestation in a State
that prohibited them from going to
schools, under your bill if they go to a
school to vote—because now as a felon,
as a child molester, even though that
State bars them from voting, and that
State bars them from going into a
school—the bill gives them a hall pass
to go into that school as a child mo-
lester, who, otherwise, under their
State law, would be prohibited from
going into that school where children
are.

March 8, 2019

So there are obviously a lot of other
things in that bill that concern many
Americans across the country.

Getting back to the anti-Semitism
debate we are having. The gentleman
brought up the minority leader and
other Members. The minority leader
has been very vocal against anti-Semi-
tism. Clearly, when you saw people giv-
ing outside money, over $100 million of
their own money to influence cam-
paigns, of course, that is a subject peo-
ple talk about.

Mr. HOYER. Will
yield on that point?

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I will
yield on that point, but I would like to
make the point that the minority lead-
er has been very vocal against anti-
Semitism, and I just wanted to make
sure that the gentleman wasn’t infer-
ring anything different in his com-
ments.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, why in his
comment did he mention three Ameri-
cans of Jewish descent but didn’t men-
tion the Koch brothers, and by the
way, didn’t mention the gentleman
from Nevada?

Mr. SCALISE. Who is also Jewish.

Mr. HOYER. Exactly. The three Jews
that were mentioned were all Demo-
crats, and the Koch brothers were not
mentioned.

Mr. SCALISE. We have supporters on
both sides that, regardless of their
faith, give lots of money to politics.

Mr. HOYER. I agree with that.

Mr. SCALISE. Now, if the criticism
was that there were big donors to
Democrats, of course, that is who was
being mentioned. Regardless of their
faith, those were the people who were
giving large amounts, tens of millions
of dollars each. As you have criticized,
or brought up the name of the gen-
tleman from Nevada, nobody questions
that you are making a comment about
his religious faith.

Mr. HOYER. Of course not.

Mr. SCALISE. And neither should
the assertion be made to anyone who
brings up the three gentlemen who
were mentioned.

Reclaiming my time, the bigger issue
is, it is interesting that the gentleman
mentioned a bunch of names. He men-
tioned a lot of names, but the one
name he didn’t mention is Ms. OMAR,
who, at the beginning of this week,
that was initially what the resolution
was going to be, trying to address the
comments made by Ms. OMAR.

Ultimately, the resolution went
much further and left out that key
component that many of us wanted to
see addressed, many of us expected to
see addressed, but a lot of people found
it real interesting.

For example, in section 7 of the reso-
lution, it condemns death threats re-
ceived by Jewish and Muslim Members
of Congress. Why, interestingly, were
death threats to other Members of Con-
gress left out? I surely can speak to
that as so many others of our col-
leagues can.

the gentleman
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All death threats against Members of
Congress are wrong. Why did the reso-
lution fall short in so many areas? Be-
cause it was so hastily put together.
That is not the way we should address
an issue this important.

It was supposed to be a narrow reso-
lution. Clearly, on your side, you had a
lot of division over it. There shouldn’t
have been division over it. This is what
we ended up with, and so, yes, many of
our Members felt that while we have
been very clear in rejecting anti-Semi-
tism or anti-racism, or any kind of big-
otry, that the resolution fell short of
what its original objective was.

Again, I hope we don’t have to come
back to this. I hope it doesn’t continue.
We can continue speaking about this,
but let’s be clear about who is speaking
out against it, and who is continuing to
engage in it.

I yield to the gentleman from Mary-
land, if he would like to comment fur-
ther.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I urge both sides, when the leader of
our Government says things that clear-
ly offend minority groups of all stripes
that we speak out. I think that is a
good thing for us to do, and I am sure
that we can be joined together to do
exactly that.

I would also ask the gentleman to
perhaps observe the extraordinary di-
versity representing all of America on
this side of the aisle. You ought not to
be surprised that in representing that
diversity, they bring forward issues
that we tried to also address in a reso-
lution that said hate, bigotry, and prej-
udice is wrong. It is un-American.

Unfortunately, none of us have an-
cestors today that were free from pur-
suing hateful policies. We ought not to
be, as I said on the floor, too sanctimo-
nious. We are a Nation that allowed
slavery and went through an extraor-
dinary Civil War to eliminate that blot
on ‘“We hold these truths to be self-evi-
dent.”

So, yes, we have a lot of diversity on
our side of the aisle, and that diversity
is representing its people. They are
Americans, but they represent a num-
ber of Americans who are perceived as
different than other Americans for
some designation, either because of
race, gender, color, sexual orientation,
or immigrant. You name it.

Yes, we have a lot of diversity on this
side of the aisle, and we tried to re-
spect that diversity and make sure
that every American knew when they
read this resolution; we are against dis-
crimination against anybody.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, we ap-
preciate the diversity that we have. We
obviously strive to be even more di-
verse, but the most important diver-
sity that we have and that we are
proud of is our diversity of thought.

We are proud to respect people of all
faiths. This was a Nation founded
under a deep belief in God, but we don’t
have an established religion. We appre-
ciate and respect people of all religious
backgrounds.
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One of the things I love most about
going to Israel as a Catholic is that so
much of the history of my faith of
Jesus Christ is represented there in
Israel, where you can walk the streets
of Jerusalem and literally walk in the
steps of Jesus. The fact is that Jewish
people in Israel respect that diversity;
they respect people of all faiths. And
that is one of the proud, crowning
achievements of the Jewish state of
Israel.

If you look at where we are as a Na-
tion, clearly, slavery is one of the
stains, probably the greatest stain, of
this Nation. The country struggled
with it in its founding, and, ultimately,
President Lincoln—the first Repub-
lican President—President Lincoln
gave his life fighting to end slavery. It
was in this Chamber, newly built,
where they had that great debate to fi-
nally pass the 13th Amendment, one of
the proudest moments of our Nation.

It was very contentious, but, ulti-
mately, it was a struggle that had fi-
nally come to a head. Again, President
Lincoln gave his life for that fight, and
we still honor and respect him. In fact,
we have a room right down the hall,
the Lincoln Room where Abraham Lin-
coln as a House Member in the 1840s
spent time, and we can all go, literally,
sit or talk in the same place that Abra-
ham Lincoln sat and talked as he was
starting to build coalitions to end slav-
ery, which he was ultimately able to
secure.

So we continue to fight. It was won-
derful to see JOHN LEWIS on the floor, a
true hero, not just a hero of this Con-
gress. We had the honor to serve with
Sam Johnson, who was a great hero. He
spent 7 years in the Hanoi Hilton.

It is a true honor to serve with JOHN
LEWIS. And whether we disagree some-
times on politics, to be able to sit and
talk with somebody who truly lived
some of the toughest history of our Na-
tion, and has the scars to prove it, and,
yet, he still has love in his heart. He
exhibits that love and that passion, so
we are honored to be able to celebrate
that diversity.

Ultimately, it is a diversity of
thought that we all should fight to
achieve, equality and opportunity for
all men and women in this great Na-
tion.

I yield to the gentleman, if he has
anything else.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his yielding and his
comments.

Let me simply add, we can honor
that by our words and our actions
today, and tomorrow, and every day
thereafter.

Mr. SCALISE. I agree. We should
continue to honor all of those goals
with our words and our actions.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

——
ADJOURNMENT FROM FRIDAY,
MARCH 8, 2019, TO MONDAY,
MARCH 11, 2019
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that when the
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House adjourns today, it adjourn to

meet on Monday next, when it shall

convene at noon for morning-hour de-

bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

TRONE). Is there objection to the re-

quest of the gentleman from Maryland?
There was no objection.

———
0 1215
DENOUNCING ANTI-SEMITISM

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
first want to acknowledge the passing
of a dear friend, Congressman Ralph
Hall, who was a great leader and a
great Texan.

But I also rise today, Mr. Speaker, to
ensure that the American people know
what we did this week; and that is con-
demning anti-Semitism as hateful ex-
pressions of intolerance that are con-
tradictory to the values and aspira-
tions that define the United States of
America. This is the strongest, most
definitive denouncing of anti-Semitism
that the United States Congress has
ever voted on—407 votes.

This summer I will be in my almost
30th year of sending young people to
Israel in a Kkibbutz program named
after former Congressman Mickey Le-
land.

We understand the value of applaud-
ing all people, and, yes, we don’t want
Americans who happen to be Muslims
to be discriminated against or associ-
ated with the burning towers, Muslims
who have served in the United States
military or white nationalists who will
be willing to talk about the hatefulness
against African Americans, Latinos,
Native Americans, Asians, and Pacific
Islanders.

Mr. Speaker, this is an important
statement, and I am glad to have been
associated with it. We should applaud
all those who voted for it.

————

RECOGNIZING JOE M. STEELE OF
THE STEELE CANNING COMPANY

(Mr. WOMACK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the life and legacy
of the late Joe Steele, the founder of
Steele Canning Company in Arkansas.

Joe grew up in northwest Arkansas
and eventually enrolled at the Univer-
sity of Arkansas. To cover his tuition,
he began canning tomatoes. This side
job quickly turned into the Steele Can-
ning Company.

The business continued to grow and
relocated to Springdale. There Joe
made history by shipping the first
trainload of canned food in the United
States and introducing Popeye brand
spinach. During World War II, 70 per-
cent of Steele’s products were sent to
our brave troops. One soldier even com-
mented on the beans, saying that the
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reason they are so good is because they
were canned in Arkansas.

His legacy also includes the creation
of the Beaver Water District, which is
the primary source of water for north-
west Arkansas.

For these contributions, he was post-
humously inducted into the Arkansas
Business Hall of Fame. I congratulate
his family on this great honor.

———

VOTING RIGHTS

(Ms. DEAN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. DEAN. Mr. Speaker, last week-
end Members of Congress traveled to
Alabama for a civil rights pilgrimage.
In Selma we marched across the Ed-
mund Pettus Bridge alongside Con-
gressman JOHN LEWIS.

Mr. Speaker, 54 years ago yesterday,
Congressman LEWIS was on that same
bridge with hundreds of other brave
Americans young and old. They were
marching for the right to vote, and
they were met with a wave of teargas
and billy clubs. Representative LEWIS
was beaten unconscious.

The trip for me was a powerful and
terrible history lesson.

Today States no longer use terror to
prevent citizens from voting, but they
do use other means. Since the Supreme
Court’s 2013 Shelby decision, nearly
two dozen States have implemented re-
strictive voter ID laws, closed polling
places, and used other means to sup-
press minority voting.

H.R. 4, the Voting Rights Advance-
ment Act, will erase these trends, and
H.R. 1, which we passed today,
strengthens democracy by ensuring
clean, fair elections, prohibiting voter
roll  purges, and ending gerry-
mandering. Democracy means govern-
ment by the people for the people. It
lives up to the legacy of those march-
ers 54 years ago. Ultimately, it means
making voting easier, not harder.

Let’s keep our eye on the prize.

————
HONORING SENATOR LOUIS PATE

(Mr. ROUZER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. ROUZER. Mr. Speaker, Senator
Louis Pate, of Mount Olive, North
Carolina, recently retired from the
North Carolina General Assembly after
more than 16 years of serving the great
people of eastern North Carolina. I had
the pleasure and honor to serve with
Louis in the North Carolina Senate. We
shared representation of Wayne Coun-
ty, and I can attest to what a great
member he was.

Senator Pate is known across the
State for his leadership, compassion,
and commitment to public service. He
is a Vietnam war combat veteran, hav-
ing served 20 years in the United States
Air Force earning multiple service
medals for his bravery while defending
our country. His commitment to advo-
cating for those who serve our country
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was a top priority during his time in
public office, and I know he has been
honored to represent the fine men and
women serving at Seymour Johnson
Air Force Base in Goldsboro, North
Carolina.

During his tenure in the State sen-
ate, Louis spent much of his time
working to implement policy to
strengthen and improve access to qual-
ity healthcare, including major re-
forms to Medicaid so the program
would better meet the needs of those
for whom it was designed to help.

Senator Pate’s legacy as a states-
man, mentor, and friend to many will
continue to impact all those who cross
his path. I wish him and his family
many blessed days ahead.

————————

SPECIAL INTERESTS AND BIG
MONEY IN POLITICS

(Mr. TAKANO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the historic vote the
House took to strengthen our democ-
racy. The For the People Act will help
combat corruption and bring ethics and
accountability back to our political
process.

I am particularly happy that the leg-
islative changes of the Let It Go Act
will be part of this bold piece of pro-
gressive legislation.

Currently, no laws exist that limit
how long candidates or former govern-
ment officials can hold on to their
campaign funds after their campaign
ends or following the conclusion of
their public service. It is not their
money. They should let it go.

Limits to how long surplus funds can
remain in campaign accounts and how
that money can be utilized must be es-
tablished. With the inclusion of my
amendment, this legislation will do
just that.

For far too long, powerful special in-
terests and big money in politics have
silenced the voices of the American
people. H.R. 1 will help shift the bal-
ance of power from a wealthy, powerful
few back to the American people.
Today I cast an enthusiastic vote, a
‘‘yes” vote For the People.

———

MOURNING THE LOSS OF GREENE
COUNTY SHERIFF BRIAN TENNANT

(Mr. RESCHENTHALER asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to express my condolences on
the recent passing of a true public serv-
ant from my district, Greene County
Sheriff, Brian Tennant. All who knew
Brian will remember his devotion to
our community. He served as a police
officer, emergency medical technician,
and volunteer firefighter. In 2010, Brian
risked his own life to save several oth-
ers during a terrible house fire in
Waynesburg.
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Shortly after this heroic act, Brian
learned that he had an inoperable
tumor. Despite this diagnosis and dur-
ing medical treatment, Brian contin-
ued to serve. In 2014, he started his
service as Greene County Sheriff.

Brian fought his illness for years, all
while serving his community. He was a
devoted husband and father of four
sons. I am proud to have met Brian,
and my thoughts and prayers go out to
his loved ones during this difficult
time.

———

NATIONAL COLORECTAL CANCER
AWARENESS MONTH

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, Wednesday
marked the seventh anniversary of the
death of my father, the late Congress-
man Donald Payne. My father was a
tireless advocate in this House, but he
lost his life to colorectal cancer too
early.

That is why each year I sponsor a
resolution recognizing March as Na-
tional Colorectal Cancer Awareness
Month, a time to educate the public
about the disease and the need for
screening. I introduced that resolution
on Wednesday, the anniversary of the
loss of my father.

I also introduced the Removing Bar-
riers to Colorectal Screening Act, a bi-
partisan bill joined by Representatives
RODNEY DAVIS, DON MCEACHIN, and
DAVID MCKINLEY as co-leads. More
than 100 Members have joined on as co-
sponsors, and I hope the remaining
Members will join as well.

Mr. Speaker, when people use Medi-
care to get colonoscopies, they are hit
with an unexpected bill if polyps are
removed. That is a monetary barrier to
screening, and screening saves lives.
My father, unfortunately, did not get
screened for colorectal cancer. It
wasn’t something that people of his
generation did. But we can honor his
legacy by improving education and re-
moving barriers to screening.

——
RECOGNIZING COACH MIKE GUZZO

(Mr. STAUBER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in recognition of Coach Mike
Guzzo of Silver Bay, Minnesota, for im-
pacting the lives of countless young
athletes across the great State of
northern Minnesota.

When Mike and his wife moved back
to his hometown of Silver Bay in 1984,
they thought the move might be tem-
porary. However, not long after his re-
turn, Mike began to coach youth hock-
ey. Arguably it was his most important
role as a coach and mentor that caused
him to stay in Silver Bay for the long
term.

Mike spent over 30 years coaching
the great game of hockey in the great
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State of hockey. At the end of this sea-
son, Mike hung up his skates and whis-
tle and retired. When asked what he
would miss most, Mike said it would be
his players.

Growing up playing the sport of ice
hockey myself, I will always remember
the coaches for whom I played. I have
carried the lessons that they taught
me throughout my adult life.

Coach Guzzo, I thank you for serving
as a role model to these athletes both
on and off the ice. I know from my ex-
perience as a player that they will al-
ways appreciate everything that you
have given to the hockey community.

I also want to thank Coach Guzzo for
his dedication to the Silver Bay com-
munity and rural Minnesota. This com-
munity of Silver Bay matters, and
Coach Guzzo, your life made it better.

Coach Guzzo, to you and your wife, I
wish you a happy, healthy, and long re-
tirement.

—————

ARI HALBERSTAM AND THE
JEWISH CHILDREN’S MUSEUM

(Ms. CLARKE of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Speaker, in light of the undeniable
spikes in hate speech and hate crimes
and conversations we have had in the
House over the past few days, I rise
today in memory of Ari Halberstam, a
young neighbor of mine whose life was
taken 25 years ago this week when
anti-Semitic hatred morphed into ter-
rorism.

Tragically, on March 6, 1994, Ari
passed away at age 16 due to gunshot
wounds to the head after a terrorist at-
tack on the ramp leading to the Brook-
lyn Bridge.

Mr. Speaker, we must confront ha-
tred in all of its manifestations, be it
anti-Semitic attacks that took our be-
loved Ari’s life or the hate-fueled neo-
Nazi march through Charlottesville
that took the life of Heather Heyer.

Devorah Halberstam, Ari’s mother
and my dear friend, is a crusader for
justice and a forceful advocate in New
York State for the passage of Ari’s Law
as part of a comprehensive gun control
bill prohibiting interstate gun traf-
ficking.

Determined to bring about something
symbolic of resilience, tolerance, and
beauty, in 2004 Ms. Halberstam estab-
lished Brooklyn’s iconic Jewish Chil-
dren’s Museum in my district in mem-
ory of Ari. The award-winning chil-
dren’s museum is Ari’s legacy. It is our
legacy.

The uptick in acts of anti-Semitism
targeting Jewish communities are
truly alarming, but must be con-
fronted. Let us remember that these
acts are in no way reflective of who we
are as a Nation and/or our core values
of tolerance, respect, and human de-
cency.

Let us celebrate Ari’s life and legacy
by coming together in respect, toler-
ance, and, above all else, love.
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MOURNING THE LOSS OF KYLE
FORTI

(Mr. BANKS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, it is with a
heavy heart that I rise today to mourn
the loss of my friend, Kyle Forti. A na-
tive of DeKalb County, Kyle was the
epitome of what it means to be a Hoo-
sier. A strong man of faith, he held
deep love for his God, his family, and
his country.

Mr. Speaker, as a young man, Kyle
was one of the first to believe in me as
I began running for public office. He
worked tirelessly to help me advance
the conservative values that we hold
dear. On Sunday, though, Kyle’s life
was tragically cut short after his heli-
copter crashed in northern Kenya.

No amount of words can describe my
pride as I watched Kyle grow and de-
velop into a husband to Hope, a father
to Max, and a successful businessman.

As his mother correctly stated, he
had a passion for humanity and the
human soul. Although he left us too
soon, his love for people and passion for
liberty will serve as an inspiration for
me for the rest of my life.

———
0 1230
CONGRATULATING THE NATE
MACK ELEMENTARY AND
GREENSPUN JUNIOR HIGH RO-

BOTICS TEAMS

(Mrs. LEE of Nevada asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. LEE of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, on
behalf of Nevada’s Third Congressional
District, I rise today to congratulate
the robotics teams at Nate Mack Ele-
mentary and Greenspun Junior High
School for advancing to the VEX Glob-
al Robotics Competition.

Nate Mack and Greenspun schools
will be representing Nevada in the
global robotics competition in Louis-
ville, Kentucky, beginning April 27
through May 1.

Though these communities served by
Nate Mack and Greenspun face chal-
lenges, these students will proudly
show the rest of the world the great di-
versity and intellect in Nevada’s Third
District.

On International Women’s Day, it is
only fitting that I recognize that these
teams embrace girl-powered movement
in STEAM and are 50 percent girls.

Just this week, I visited the Nate
Mack and Greenspun teams and talked
to the students about their experience.
I even got to test-drive a robot, which
was pretty cool.

Today, I want to congratulate the
Nate Mack Elementary and Greenspun
Junior High School robotics teams,
thank them on behalf of the people of
Nevada’s Third District for rep-
resenting us at the VEX World Robot-
ics Competition, and wish them the
best of luck.
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HONORING DR. FRANCIS GRAHAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. FLORES) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Dr. Francis Graham of
Waco, Texas, who passed away on Jan-
uary 10, 2019.

Frank was born on March 19, 1930, in
Sparta, Wisconsin, to Francis Graham,
Sr., and Theresa Snyder Graham. He
was the second of nine children.

In 1947, at the age of 16, Frank
dropped out of high school and enlisted
in the United States Army Air Corps.
Frank later served in the U.S. Navy
from 1950 to 1954 as a member of an un-
derwater demolition team, a prede-
cessor unit to the Navy SEALs. In 1955,
Frank returned to the Army and served
until 1971, when he retired as a ser-
geant major serving with the Special
Forces.

After he retired from the military,
Frank decided to continue his edu-
cation and obtained his doctorate in
psychology at the University of South-
ern Mississippi in 1976.

In 1982, Frank and his wife, Patricia,
moved to Waco. For over 20 years,
Frank practiced as a psychologist with
the U.S. Department of Veterans Af-
fairs and the Texas Department of
Criminal Justice.

Frank was an active member of the
local Special Forces chapter, the
Woodway Veterans of Foreign Wars,
and was the past president of both the
local American Heart Association and
the Italian Club of Waco. He was also
involved with Saint Jerome’s Catholic
Church and was a Fourth Degree mem-
ber of the Knights of Columbus.

Frank had a variety of hobbies, in-
cluding breeding horses for racing,
traveling, reading, movies, having fam-
ily and friends over for game night, and
being a connoisseur of fine wines and
food.

Frank was also a member of my Mili-
tary Service Academy Review Board,
which assists in selecting candidates
for nomination to our Nation’s service
academies.

Mr. Speaker, Frank’s life was defined
by his service to his family, to our
country, and to our community. He
will be forever remembered as a hus-
band, a father, a grandfather, a vet-
eran, a selfless servant, and a great
friend.

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest
and heartfelt condolences to the Gra-
ham family. We also lift up the family
and friends of Frank Graham in our
prayers.

I have requested that a United States
flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol
to honor the life and legacy this hum-
ble servant.

As I close today, I ask all Americans
to continue praying for our country,
for our military, for our veterans, and
for our first responders who keep us
safe at home.
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HONORING JACK RESTIVO

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Jack Restivo of Bryan,
Texas, who passed away on March 1,
2019.

Jack was born on July 17, 1925, in
Bryan, Texas, to Andrew and Corrine
Restivo. He was one of 11 children.

Growing up in Bryan, he graduated
from Stephen F. Austin High School
and later attended Texas A&M Univer-
sity in College Station as a member of
the class of 1946.

In 1943, in the midst of World War II,
Jack left Texas A&M to join the United
States Army Air Corps, and he trained
to be an aerial gunner.

He was discharged in 1946 and, soon
thereafter, met the love of his life,
Mary Jo. They married in 1947, and
Jack began his career in the insurance
business in Bryan, Texas. In 1955, he
was promoted and transferred to Waco.

In Waco, Jack later founded A-1 Fire
and Safety Equipment Company. He
and his family continued to grow this
company until Jack retired in 2000.

Jack was active in supporting St.
Louis Catholic Church and Reicher
Catholic High School. Jack was on the
school board of Reicher, and in 1986, he
and Mary Jo received the Cougar
Award for Excellence for their dedica-
tion to this school.

Jack loved spending time with his
family and friends, golfing, traveling
with Mary Jo, and everything related
to Texas A&M. He was a longtime sea-
son ticket holder for Texas A&M foot-
ball, baseball, men’s basketball, and
women’s basketball. He was a member
of the Texas A&M Champions Council,
the Texas A&M Foundation’s Legacy
Society, and an endowed member of the
12th Man Foundation. He also served
on the executive committee of the 12th
Man Foundation.

Mr. Speaker, Jack’s life was defined
by his service to his family, to our
country, to Texas A&M, and to our cen-
tral Texas communities.

He will be forever remembered as a
husband; a father; a grandfather; a
great-grandfather; a veteran; a mentor;
a selfless servant; and a great, great
friend.

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest
and heartfelt condolences to the
Restivo family. We also lift up the fam-
ily and friends of Jack Restivo in our
prayers.

I have requested that a United States
flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol
to honor the life and legacy of this
humble servant.

As I close today, I ask all Americans
to continue praying for our country,
for our military men and women who
protect us abroad, for our first respond-
ers who protect us here at home, and
for our veterans.

HONORING JOHN PAUL FRITZ

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor John Paul Fritz of Col-
lege Station, Texas, who passed away
on January 8, 2019.

John Paul was born on August 31,
1989, in Houston, Texas, to John Mark
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and Cathy Jane Fritz. He was the
fourth of seven children.

John Paul was known for his love of
the outdoors, whether it was climbing

trees and building forts, or bringing

home animals like rabbits, turtles,
frogs, and snakes.
John Paul was initially

homeschooled but later continued his
education when he joined the United
States Navy on November 9, 2009.

In the Navy, John Paul attended Nu-
clear Field ‘““A” School and Nuclear
Power School. Upon completion of his
training, he was selected as a junior
staff instructor for the modifications
and additions to a reactor facility pro-
totype.

In 2013, John Paul was stationed
aboard the submarine USS Florida and
completed missions that were vital to
our national security.

In 2017, he was selected to become an
instrumentation and control equip-
ment instructor, the final course for
nuclear electronics technicians.

It came as no surprise to anyone who
knew John Paul that he was passionate
about science, specifically chemistry
and nuclear physics.

This last year, during Christmas,
John Paul returned home and built a
heat shield out of several household
items. He and his friends were trying
to develop a new type of efficient rock-
et fuel, and they hoped to start a com-
pany once he retired from the Navy.

John Paul was also known for his
love of his family. He was engaged to
be married this summer, and he dearly
loved his daughter, Madeline Elizabeth
Ann Fritz.

Unfortunately, his time on this
Earth was cut short way too early.

Mr. Speaker, John Paul’s life was de-
fined by his service to his family and to
our country. He will be forever remem-
bered as a father, a sailor, a son, a
brother, and a friend.

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest
and heartfelt condolences to the Fritz
family. We also lift up the family and
friends of John Paul Fritz in our pray-
ers.

I have requested that a United States
flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol
to honor the life and legacy of this
young sailor.

As I close today, I urge all Americans
to continue praying for our country,
for our veterans, for our military men
and women who protect us, and for our
first responders who keep us safe at
home.

HONORING RED CASHION

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Red Cashion of College
Station, Texas, who passed away on
February 10, 2019.

Red was born on November 10, 1931, in
College Station on the Texas A&M Uni-
versity campus. His father was the sec-
retary of the YMCA when it was housed
on the campus, and Red welcomed
many Aggies to campus by letting
them ‘“‘rent” his red wagon as they
moved into the dorms.

After graduating from A&M Consoli-
dated High School in 1949, Red at-
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tended Texas A&M University on a
baseball scholarship and graduated in
May 1953.

He was then commissioned as a sec-
ond lieutenant in the United States
Army. Red served in the Army for 4
years, working with the National Secu-
rity Agency, primarily in Washington,
D.C., and at Fort Meade.

During the Cuban Missile Crisis in
1963, he was recalled to Washington,
where he briefed President Kennedy on
the ongoing situation with Cuba.

In the 1960s and 1970s, Red raised his
family in the Brazos Valley and started
a business with his father-in-law and
best friend. Together, they opened Bur-
gess, Cashion & Haddox, which later
became Anco Insurance. For many
years, Red served as chairman emer-
itus at Anco.

Red’s father-in-law got him inter-
ested in officiating football games. Red
began to officiate junior high school
games while still in college, and he
eventually became a line judge for the
National Football League in 1972.

In 1976, Red became a head NFL ref-
eree and ultimately officiated Super
Bowls XX and XXX.

Overall, he served as an official for
the NFL for 25 years, officiating more
than 500 games. He was inducted into
the Texas Sports Hall of Fame in 1989
and was named the NFL’s Referee As-
sociation Honoree in 2011.

In 2015, he received the Art McNally
Award to recognize exemplary profes-
sionalism, leadership, and commitment
on and off the field.

After his retirement from the field,
Red continued to work as a trainer of
NFL referees and served as the ref-
eree’s voice on John Madden’s video
game, ‘“‘Madden NFL.”

Although Red spent a lot of time
traveling across the United States, he
stayed involved in the Brazos Valley
community. He served as chairman of
the Bryan-College Station Chamber of
Commerce, the Brazos County Indus-
trial Foundation, the Brazos County
Association of Independent Insurance
Agents, and the Region VI Education
Service Center.

In 1972, he was honored with the
Brazos County volunteer award, and in
1994, he received the Brazos County
Citizen of the Year award.

Red was also a bell ringer every holi-
day season with the Salvation Army.

Red was involved with many church-
es in Brazos Valley, first as an elder at
the A&M Presbyterian Church, which
his father helped found. Later, Red was
a deacon at First Baptist Church in
Bryan and, most recently, a member of
the A&M United Methodist Church.

Like most Aggies, Red loved Texas
A&M University. In 1990, Red served as
the campus Muster speaker. He was
also honored in 2003 by being named a
Texas A&M Distinguished Alumni and
has the football official’s locker room
inside Kyle Field named for him. Red
was also later named a Mays Business
School Outstanding Alumni and a Fish
Camp Namesake.
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He was a member of the President’s
Council, the 12th Man Foundation
Champions Council, and the Corps of
Cadets Development Council.

Until his passing, Red was also the
chair of the Association of Former Stu-
dents’ Student Loan Trustee Com-
mittee.

Mr. Speaker, Red’s life was defined
by his service to his family, to our
country, to the Brazos Valley, and to
Texas A&M University.

He will forever be remembered as a
husband; a grandfather; a great-grand-
father; a veteran; a selfless servant;
and a great, great friend.

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest
and heartfelt condolences to the
Cashion family. We also lift up the
family and friends of Red Cashion in
our prayers.

I have requested that a United States
flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol
to honor the life and legacy of this
humble servant.

As I close today, I urge all Americans
to continue praying for our country,
for our veterans, for our military, and
for our first responders who keep us
safe at home.
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HONORING DR. JAMES EARLE

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Dr. James Earle of Col-
lege Station, Texas, who passed away
on February 4, 2019.

Jim was born on May 2, 1932, in Jack-
sonville, Texas, to Herbert and Edna
Earle. While attending Jacksonville
High School, Jim excelled in sports,
particularly boxing. Jim won many
Golden Gloves titles and earned the
nickname ‘‘The Mangler” in high
school. In high school, he also started
drawing caricatures.

After graduating from high school,
Jim attended Texas A&M University,
where he was a member of the Corps of
Cadets. While at Texas A&M, Jim orga-
nized the first boxing club and lettered
in both boxing and track and field.

Jim graduated from Texas A&M in
1954 with a degree in architecture.
Upon graduation, he was commissioned
as a second lieutenant in the United
States Air Force.

While serving in the Air Force, Jim
was stationed at Dyess Air Force Base
in Abilene, Texas. It was at a base
event in the summer of 1957 where he
met his future wife, Theresa. She sat in
front of him for a caricature, and he
said: ‘“You’re so pretty, I think I'm
going to marry you.” They married
just a few months later and raised two
loving daughters. They had been mar-
ried 61 years at the time of his passing.

Jim completed Active Duty in 1957
and returned to Texas A&M to begin
his career as an educator. He began
teaching mechanical drafting to first-
year engineering students. He later be-
came the head of the Engineering De-
sign Graphics Department. In 1964, Jim
earned his Ph.D. in education. He con-
tinued to teach until 1995, when he re-
tired.
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Throughout his career, Jim was ac-
tive in the American Society for Engi-
neering Education and held many lead-
ership positions in the Engineering De-
sign Graphics division. From 1986 to
1991, he served as chair of the Annual
Conference Committee of that organi-
zation. He was named professor emer-
itus of Civil Engineering in 1995 and ‘A
Legend of Aggieland’ in 2000.

During his time as a student and pro-
fessor at Texas A&M, Jim created and
drew a beloved cartoon character,
Cadet Slouch. Jim depicted Slouch as
an undergraduate cadet trying to navi-
gate campus life. Topics included class
assignments, the Aggie football team,
and life in the Corps of Cadets. Cadet
Slouch and his friends, Simp, Cedric,
Squirt, and Fish Jethro, were published
in The Battalion, the student news-
paper, from 1955 to 1985.

When drawing Cadet Slouch -car-
toons, Jim was often influenced by his
time as a student and, later, as a pro-
fessor. The Cadet Slouch cartoon series
was a commentary on the many
changes going on at Texas A&M, in-
cluding the enrollment of women and
the voluntary participation in the
Corps. Cadet Slouch was beloved by
generations of Aggies while it was pub-
lished.

In addition to the cartoon’s run in
the student newspaper, collections of
Cadet Slouch cartoons were published
in several books.

On a personal note, during my time
at Texas A&M in the mid-seventies, I
always enjoyed reading the Cadet
Slouch cartoon in The Battalion news-
paper.

In 1979, Jim and Theresa started their
own publishing company. Jim wrote
and published drafting workbooks at
affordable prices, which were sold to
more than 125 universities and colleges
across the United States. Many more
high schools used his textbooks to
teach students mechanical drafting.

It was in these workbooks that many
of Jim’s graduate students advanced
their own careers by contributing to
the content of these books. These
books introduced the concepts of tech-
niques of engineering graphics to over
a million students across the country
and around the world. Jim completed

his last workbook, “Engineering
Graphics Designs,”” when he was 80
years old.

Jim’s career bridged the gap between
drafting by hand to three-dimensional,
computer-aided design. Jim believed
that one must always adapt to changes
in technology, so he bought a computer
and mastered AutoCAD to the extent
that he was a beta tester for Autodesk.
Nevertheless, he never let technology
cloud the basics of good drafting and
design.

Jim also had an interest in history.
He served as an officer of many histor-
ical societies, including the West-
erners, the National Outlaw and Law-
man Association, the Western Outlaw
and Lawman Association, and the
Texas Gun Collectors Association.
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Jim became an expert on many his-
torical figures and published a book in
1988 about Billy the Kid. Through his
publishing company, he worked with
friends to bring stories of western
lawmen and outlaws into reality.

Mr. Speaker, Jim’s life was defined
by his service to his family, to his stu-
dents, to our country, and to Texas
A&M University. He will be forever re-
membered as a husband, a father, a
grandfather, a veteran, an educator, a
mentor, a selfless servant, and a great
friend.

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest
and heartfelt condolences to the Earle
family. We also lift up the family and
friends of Jim Earle in our prayers.

I have requested the United States
flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol
to honor the life and legacy of this
humble servant.

As I close, I urge all Americans to
continue praying for our country, for
our veterans, for our military who pro-
tects us, and for our first responders
who keep us safe at home.

HONORING ED BERRY

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Ed Berry of Bryan,
Texas, who passed away on February
24, 2019.

Ed was born on April 22, 1940, in
Waco, Texas, to Ed Berry, Sr., and to
Udis White Berry. He graduated from
Waco High School and attended Texas
A&M University, where he was a mem-
ber of the class of 1962. While at Texas
A&M, Ed was a member of the Corps of
Cadets, where he was a member of
Squadron 4 and, ultimately, the com-
manding officer of Squadron 8. He was
also a member of the Ross Volunteer
Company. He received his degree in
mathematics, and was also in the first
class in the world to graduate with a
master’s degree in computer science.

On August 31, 1963, he married the
love of his life, Barbara Teal, in Hous-
ton, Texas. They raised three sons in
the Houston area and moved to Dallas
in 1983. In both Houston and Dallas, Ed
coached his sons’ basketball and base-
ball teams for a total of 13 years. He
also served as a deacon, a choir mem-
ber, a Sunday school teacher, a Bible
study leader, and a number of addi-
tional volunteer positions at South
Main Baptist and Tallowood Baptist in
Houston, Prestonwood Baptist in Dal-
las, and Travis Avenue Baptist in Fort
Worth. At Prestonwood, Ed was also
the chairman of the deacons and the
president of the choir.

After graduating from Texas A&M,
Ed went to work at NASA for IBM and
contributed to the Gemini and Apollo
missions. He also worked for 25 years
as the information systems leader for
many companies, including Sysco
Foods, Zapata Corporation, and Texas
0Oil and Gas. He later worked in tech-
nology and management consulting for
Oracle Corporation and Cambridge En-
ergy Research Associates.
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For the last 15 years, Ed worked as a
Realtor. He spent 10 years as the execu-
tive director of the Bryan-College Sta-
tion Association of Realtors. During
his tenure, the association became one
of the top three in the State of Texas.

Mr. Speaker, Ed’s life was defined by
his service to his family, to Texas, to
our country, and to God. He will be for-
ever remembered as a husband, a fa-
ther, a grandfather, a community lead-
er, a selfless servant, and a great
friend.

My wife, Gina, and I offer our deepest
and heartfelt condolences to the Berry
family. We also lift up the family and
friends of Ed Berry in our prayers.

I have requested the United States
flag be flown over our Nation’s Capitol
to honor the life and legacy of this
humble servant.

Also, as I close today, I urge all
Americans to continue praying for our
country, for our veterans, for our mili-
tary who protects us, and for our first
responders who keep us safe at home.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————
ISSUES OF THE DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for the re-
mainder of the hour as the designee of
the minority leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I was
listening to the colloquy earlier. I have
listened to comments here during de-
bate. I have seen comments made in
the media by some of the folks here in
the House over the vote that was
taken, basically, on an anti-hate reso-
lution that was originally intended to
address anti-Semitic remarks that
were made by a Member of the House.

Yet, instead of addressing the anti-
Semitic remarks, it was made a global,
general: Oh, we are against almost all
hate—well, not all hate. Apparently,
not the kind of hate for Republicans
that would cause our minority whip,
STEVE SCALISE, to be shot and almost
killed; not the violence being per-
petrated on supporters of President
Trump, including on college campuses.
But even they, as horrendous as they
were, have no moral equivalence to the
Holocaust.

Expanding the resolution from a sim-
ple condemnation of anti-Jewish, anti-
Semitic remarks to a panoply of other
items—actually attempted to give ev-
erything ever done to anyone, except a
few hate-filled actions, of course—at-
tempting to give them the moral
equivalence of the Holocaust where
none exists, that is tragic.

And then to compound that regret-
table action by the majority in trying
to please everyone, instead of standing
up and calling out anti-Jewish, hate-
filled remarks, biased, bigoted re-
marks, then came here and condemned
those of us who call them out for not
standing up against anti-Semitic re-
marks and accuse us of being hate-
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filled because we took a principled
stand against anti-Semitic remarks
that needed to be singularized, needed
to be addressed, needed to be con-
demned.

And not only that, to come in and
also take the occasion to slander
STEVE KING, saying: Well, he should
have been called out 10 years ago.

No allegations, no specifics. Let’s
just generally slap somebody down be-
cause we don’t like them; we don’t like
what they have said.

This is outrageous. This was no place
for any of those actions, any of those
comments, and I deeply regret people
for whom I have had respect who would
come in here and try to draw moral
equivalence to every little action.

Look, I bet most of us—I know a lot
of us have had plenty of death threats.
We have had plenty of nasty comments
made. But we don’t go running to the
media every time somebody threatens
to kill us or somebody makes these
outrageous threats or allegations.

The Holocaust was different. The suf-
fering caused during the years of slav-
ery in the United States really were
unforgivable. It was a horrible thing to
inflict on anybody.

I was shocked to find out here in Feb-
ruary that there are more slaves in the
world today—40 million—than there
have ever been in the world’s existence.
That is horrendous.

We ought to take actions to stamp
out slavery wherever it is, against
whatever race or nationality, what-
ever. It has no place in the world.

But we know what leads to a Holo-
caust, the killing of millions of Jews
simply because they were Jewish. It
starts with maligning comments
against Jews.

At first people will say, you know,
that is really not appropriate. But then
it gets watered down to where, well,
there are a lot of bad comments
against all kinds of people. You know,
we are not for any of those.

And that is where we find ourselves
this week in the House of Representa-
tives. It has started.

People in this body knew which
Members have made anti-Semitic feel-
ings known in the past, so it is kind of
hard to imagine that anybody would
put someone who has espoused very
strong anti-Semitic feelings in the
past, put them on the committee where
they can do the most damage to Israel
and our relationship with Israel and
then act like they had no idea: Let’s
just say that there are problems with
all kinds of hate.

Well, there is a problem with not
calling out the kind of comments that
start the ball rolling toward another
Holocaust.

0 1300

Those of us who believe in the God of
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and be-
lieve, as it says up here, in that God we
trust, that is the God it is talking
about. That is why Moses, his full face,
is up here in this body, because of the
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respect for the moral laws that he
gave.

But there is a danger to any civiliza-
tion, any country, that will not call
out anti-Semitic comments when they
happen. It is not enough to put in lan-
guage so that if you accuse somebody
of anti-Semitic comments because they
have actually made them, but they
happen to be of a certain race or reli-
gion, then you get condemned. They
say, oh, you are against this race, or
you are against this religion, because
you called them down for their anti-Se-
mitic remarks.

That resolution yesterday leaves
that kind of ambivalence out there and
available to people who make anti-Se-
mitic remarks.

It needs to stop. It needs to be called
out before this body loses its moral rel-
evance to make a difference in the
world.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 1 minute p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until Monday, March 11, 2019,
at noon for morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

361. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — S-Metolachlor; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2017-0465; FRIL-9983-79]
received March 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

362. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
direct final rule — National Oil and Haz-
ardous Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List: Partial Dele-
tion of the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co.
Superfund Site [EPA-HQ-SFUND-1986-0005;
FRL-9990-15-Region 2] received March 7, 2019,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

363. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Methoxyfenozide; Pesticide Tol-
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2017-0494; FRL-9985-06]
received March 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

364. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Approval of State Plans for Des-
ignated Facilities and Pollutants; Kansas;
Sewage Sludge Incineration Units [EPA-RO7-
OAR-2018-0812; FRIL-9989-73-Region 7] re-
ceived March 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
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365. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Approval and Promulgation of
Air Quality Implementation Plans; Arizona;
Nonattainment Plan for the Miami SO2 Non-
attainment Area [EPA-R09-OAR-2017-0621;
FR1.-9990-40-Region 9] received March 7, 2019,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

366. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — South Carolina; Update to Mate-
rials Incorporated by Reference [SC-2018;
FRL-9990-38-Region 4] received March 7, 2019,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

367. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Air Plan Approval; Michigan;
Revisions to Part 1 General Provisions Rules
[EPA-R05-OAR-2017-0741; FRL-9990-42-Region
5] received March 7, 2019, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

368. A letter from the Director, Regulatory
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s
final rule — Air Plan Approval; Michigan; In-
frastructure SIP Requirements for the 2012
PM2.5 NAAQS; Multistate Transport [EPA-
R05-OAR-2017-0191; FRL-9990-41-Region 5] re-
ceived March 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

369. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser, Office of Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting reports concerning
international agreements other than treaties
entered into by the United States to be
transmitted to the Congress within the
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(a); Pub-
lic Law 92-403, Sec. 1(a) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 108-458, Sec. 7121(b)); (118 Stat. 3807);
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

370. A letter from the Principal Deputy As-
sistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and
Parks, National Park Service, Department of
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Civil Penalties Inflation Adjust-
ments [NPS-WASO-NAGPRA-27233;
PPWOVPADUO/PPMPRLE1Y.Y00000] (RIN:
1024-AE56) received March 7, 2019, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121,
Sec. 2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

371. A letter from the Assistant Director
Office of Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment, Department of Veterans Affairs, trans-
mitting the Department’s Major interim
final rule — Loan Guaranty: Revisions to
VA-Guaranteed or Insured Cash-out Home
Refinance Loans (RIN: 2900-AQ42) received
March 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

372. A letter from the Regulations Develop-
ment Coordinator, Office of Regulation Pol-
icy and Management, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Update: Enrollment — Provision
of Hospital and Outpatient Care to Medal of
Honor Veterans (RIN: 2900-AQ34) received
March 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

373. A letter from the United States Trade
Representative, Executive Office of the
President, transmitting Proposed Changes to
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Existing Law Required to Bring the United
States Into Compliance With Obligations
Under the Agreement between the United
States of America, the United Mexican
States, and Canada (USMCA), pursuant to 19
U.S.C. 4205(a)(1)(C); Public Law 114-26, Sec.
106(a)(1)(C); (129 Stat. 350); to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

374. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions and Disclosure Law Division, U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Extension of Import
Restrictions Imposed on Archaeological and
Ecclesiastical Ethnological Material From
Honduras [CBP Dec. 19-03] (RIN: 1515-AE45)
received March 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO (for herself, Mr.
CALVERT, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. RUSH, Mr.
KILMER, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. CARBAJAL,
Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali-
fornia, Ms. KAPTUR, Miss GONZALEZ-
CoLON of Puerto Rico, Mr. BARR, Ms.
NORTON, and Mr. LOWENTHAL):

H.R. 1638. A bill to amend title 32, United
States Code, to authorize the transfer of
equipment and facilities from the Federal
Government or a State, Tribal, or local gov-
ernment to the National Guard for purposes
of the National Guard Youth Challenge Pro-
gram; to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana (for him-
self, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Miss
RICE of New York, and Mr. MCcCAUL):

H.R. 1639. A bill to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to improve U.S. Customs
and Border Protection (CBP) identification
of staffing needs, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Homeland Security.

By Mr. KIND (for himself and Mr.
FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 1640. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to provide for the ad-
mission of certain sons and daughters of citi-
zens of the United States, which citizens
served on active duty in the Armed Forces of
the United States abroad, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CORREA (for himself, Mr.
CLINE, and Mr. CISNEROS):

H.R. 1641. A bill to amend title 36, United
States Code, to authorize The American Le-
gion to determine the requirements for
membership in The American Legion, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Ms. JACKSON LEE (for herself and
Mr. HUDSON):

H.R. 1642. A bill to authorize actions with
respect to foreign countries engaged in illicit
trade in tobacco products or their precur-
sors, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to
the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN (for her-
self, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. SEAN
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Ms.
CLARKE of New York, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. NADLER, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.
DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. HAS-
TINGS, Mr. BROWN of Maryland, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. ENGEL, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. RUSH, and Mr. COHEN):
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H.R. 1643. A bill to establish a grant pro-
gram that provides grants to States, Terri-
tories of the United States, and Indian tribes
for pre-exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) pro-
grams, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-
sylvania (for himself, Ms. PELOSI, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. WELCH, Mr. TONKO, Mr.
MCNERNEY, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. ESHOO,
Mr. PAPPAS, Mr. VEASEY, Mr.
HUFFMAN, Mr. BEYER, Mr. PHILLIPS,
Mr. SARBANES, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Ms. McCoLLUM, Ms. WILD, Ms.
GABBARD, Ms. PORTER, Mr. NEAL, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
CISNEROS, Ms. MOORE, Mr. KHANNA,
Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. COOPER,
Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. KENNEDY,
Mr. SERRANO, Mr. ENGEL, Ms.
DELBENE, Ms. WATERS, Ms. OMAR,
Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
ROSE of New York, Mr. VELA, Mrs.
AXNE, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. THOMPSON
of California, Mr. KiM, Mr. SIRES, Mr.
POCAN, Ms. BARRAGAN, Ms. JACKSON
LEE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. NADLER, Mr.
MALINOWSKI, Ms. HAALAND, Ms.
BoNAMICI, Mr. SOTO, Mrs. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY of New York, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,
Mr. RYAN, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Ms.
LEE of California, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. GOLD-
EN, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. SCHIFF,
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. CASE, Mr.
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York,
Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. LOFGREN, Mrs. WAT-
SON COLEMAN, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr.

MCEACHIN, Ms. UNDERWOOD, Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. SWALWELL of
California, Mr. LARSON of Con-

necticut, Ms. HILL of California, Mr.
KILDEE, Mr. CRIST, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr.
SABLAN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
SHALALA, Mr. DELGADO, Mr. DEUTCH,
Mr. LEVIN of Michigan, Mr. VARGAS,
Mr. LUJAN, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. HARD-
ER of California, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
LEVIN of California, Ms. CLARK of
Massachusetts, Mr. ROUDA, Mr.
LAMB, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. CoxX
of California, Ms. DEAN, Mr. RASKIN,
Ms. MENG, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. SCANLON, Mr.
Ruiz, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
KEATING, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr.
RUSH, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. MORELLE, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. SCOTT of
Virginia, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. TRONE,
Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms.
KUSTER of New Hampshire, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ of Texas, Mr. LEWIS, Mr.
TAKANO, and Mr. HOYER):

H.R. 1644. A bill to restore the open inter-
net order of the Federal Communications
Commission; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. RATCLIFFE (for himself, Mr.
BURGESS, Mr. ARRINGTON, Mr. BROOKS
of Alabama, Mr. BABIN, Mr. GAETZ,
Mr. BIiGGS, Mr. YOHO, Mr. WRIGHT,
Mr. McCLINTOCK, Mr. CLOUD, Mr.
MCcKINLEY, and Mr. GUEST):

H.R. 1645. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to provide for certain sen-
tencing enhancements relating to illegal re-
entry offenses, and to clarify the manner in
which sentences for such offenses are to be
served, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. BERA:

H.R. 1646. A bill to require the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to improve the
detection, prevention, and treatment of men-
tal health issues among public safety offi-
cers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mr. AMASH, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. PERL-
MUTTER, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. PETERS, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Mr. GAETZ, Mr. COHEN, Mr.
MASSIE, Ms. LEE of California, Ms.
TITUS, and Ms. MCCOLLUM):

H.R. 1647. A bill to authorize Department
of Veterans Affairs health care providers to
provide recommendations and opinions to
veterans regarding participation in State
marijuana programs; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. CHABOT (for himself and Ms.
VELAZQUEZ):

H.R. 1648. A Dbill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to provide for the establishment of
an enhanced cybersecurity assistance and
protections for small businesses, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Small
Business.

By Mr. CHABOT (for himself, Mr.
EVANS, and Ms. VELAZQUEZ):

H.R. 1649. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to require cyber certification for
small business development center coun-
selors, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business.

By Ms. CHENEY (for herself, Mr.
GOSAR, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. HUNTER,
and Mr. MEADOWS):

H.R. 1650. A bill to clarify that the Bureau
of Land Management shall not require per-
mits for oil and gas activities conducted on
non-Federal surface estate to access sub-
surface mineral estate that is less than 50
percent federally owned, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. FORTENBERRY:

H.R. 1651. A bill to authorize assistance to
be provided under certain rural development
programs for the establishment or expansion
of animal care facilities or veterinary prac-
tices in rural areas; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

By Ms. FRANKEL (for herself and Mr.
BILIRAKIS):

H.R. 1652. A bill to reauthorize and improve
a grant program to assist institutions of
higher education in establishing, maintain-
ing, improving, and operating Veteran Stu-
dent Centers; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Ms. FRANKEL (for herself, Mr.
CHABOT, Mr. KEATING, Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina, Ms. SPANBERGER, Mr.
ZELDIN, Ms. MENG, Ms. HOULAHAN,
Mr. COHEN, and Mr. FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 1653. A Dbill to ensure that the United
States recognizes women’s varied roles in all
aspects of violent extremism and terrorism
and promotes their meaningful participation
as full partners in all efforts to prevent and
counter violent extremism and terrorism,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. MEADOWS:

H.R. 1654. A bill to amend title 44, United
States Code, to modernize the Federal Reg-
ister, and for other purposes; to the Com-
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mittee on Oversight and Reform, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Budget, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr.
LAMALFA, Mr. YOHO, and Mr.
CHABOT):

H.R. 16565. A bill to provide for enhanced
penalties for certain offenses relating to con-
trolled substances containing fentanyl, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary, and in addition to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. SMUCKER:

H.R. 16566. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to provide grants to sup-
port initiatives focused on addressing pedi-
atric public health disparities in children’s
hospitals graduate medical education pro-
grams; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. SMUCKER:

H.R. 1657. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to facilitate the transi-
tion to Medicare for individuals enrolled in
group health plans, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. WENSTRUP (for himself, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, and Mrs. WALORSKI):

H.R. 1658. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to clarify the grade and pay of
podiatrists of the Department of Veterans
Affairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 1659. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to authorize the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services to
award grants to nursing homes, assisted liv-
ing facilities, and other long-term care fa-
cilities to improve their preparedness for
power outages; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 1660. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow employers a credit
against income tax for employees who par-
ticipate in qualified apprenticeship pro-
grams; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. ZELDIN (for himself and Mr.
GONZALEZ of Texas):

H.R. 1661. A bill to provide the National
Credit Union Administration Board flexi-
bility to increase Federal credit union loan
maturities, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia (for himself
and Ms. Foxx of North Carolina):

H. Res. 194. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Education and Labor in the One Hundred
Sixteenth Congress; to the Committee on
House Administration.

By Mr. NADLER (for himself and Mr.
CoLLINS of Georgia):

H. Res. 195. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on the Judiciary in the One Hundred Six-
teenth Congress; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Mr. BISHOP of Georgia:

H. Res. 196. A resolution recognizing the
American Peanut Shellers Association for
their exemplary services and dedicated ef-
forts to support our Nation’s peanut industry
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over the past 100 years; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Ms. CLARKE of New York (for her-
self, Mr. BROWN of Maryland, Mrs.
WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. JOHNSON of
Texas, Ms. NORTON, Mr. LEWIS, Mr.
MEEKS, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. PAYNE, Mr.
CARSON of Indiana, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr.
RICHMOND, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr.
MCEACHIN, and Ms. PRESSLEY):

H. Res. 197. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives with
respect to Marcus Garvey; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself and Mr.
McCAUL):

H. Res. 198. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs in the One Hundred Six-
teenth Congress; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Ms. JOHNSON of Texas:

H. Res. 199. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Science, Space, and Technology in the
One Hundred Sixteenth Congress; to the
Committee on House Administration.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York (for herself and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY):

H. Res. 200. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the Senate should give its advice and con-
sent to the ratification of the Convention on
the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimina-
tion Against Women; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself and Mr.
WALDEN):

H. Res. 201. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Energy and Commerce in the One Hun-
dred Sixteenth Congress; to the Committee
on House Administration.

By Mr. PETERSON (for himself and
Mr. CONAWAY):

H. Res. 202. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Agriculture in the One Hundred Sixteenth
Congress; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration.

By Mr. SMITH of Washington (for him-
self and Mr. THORNBERRY):

H. Res. 203. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Armed Services in the One Hundred Six-
teenth Congress; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Mr. TAKANO (for himself and Mr.
DAVID P. ROE of Tennessee):

H. Res. 204. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs in the One Hundred Six-
teenth Congress; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:

H. Res. 205. A resolution providing
amounts for the expenses of the Committee
on Small Business in the One Hundred Six-
teenth Congress; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Ms. WATERS:

H. Res. 206. A resolution acknowledging
that the lack of sunlight and transparency in
financial transactions and corporate forma-
tion poses a threat to our national security
and our economy’s security and supporting

efforts to close related loopholes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.
——
CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
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granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO:

H.R. 1638.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 14: To make
Rules for the Government and Regulation of
the land and naval Forces;

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 1639.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the
Constitution.

By Mr. KIND:

H.R. 1640.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Aritcle I, Section 8

By Mr. CORREA:

H.R. 1641.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

(1) The U.S. Constitution including Article
1, Section 8.

By Ms. JACKSON LEE:

H.R. 1642.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN:

H.R. 1643.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-
sylvania:
H.R. 1644.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, clause 3 of the U.S.
Constitution. That provision gives Congress
the power ‘‘to regulate commerce with for-
eign nations, and among the several states,
and with the Indian tribes.”

By Mr. RATCLIFFE:

H.R. 1645.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 4 of Section 8 of Article I—The Con-
gress shall have the Power to establish a uni-
form Rule of Naturalization, and uniform

Laws on the subject of Bankruptcies
throughout the United States.
By Mr. BERA:
H.R. 1646.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 1647.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. CHABOT:

H.R. 1648.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution, which provides
Congress with the ability to enact legisla-
tion to provide for the general welfare of the
United States.

By Mr. CHABOT:

H.R. 1649.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution, which provides
Congress with the ability to enact legisla-
tion to provide for the general welfare of the
United States.

By Ms. CHENEY:

H.R. 1650.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2

Article I, Section 8 Clause 18

By Mr. FORTENBERRY:

H.R. 1651.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority for this bill is
pursuant to Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of
the United States Constitution.

By Ms. FRANKEL:

H.R. 1652.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 (Clauses 1, 12, 13, and
14) of the United States Constitution, which
grants Congress the power to lay and collect
taxes for the purpose of spending; to raise
and support armies; to provide and maintain
a navy; and to make rules for the govern-
ment and regulation of the land and naval
forces.

By Ms. FRANKEL:

H.R. 1653.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. MEADOWS:

H.R. 1654.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. REED:

H.R. 1655.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mr. SMUCKER:

H.R. 1656.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 3 Section 8 of Article I of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. SMUCKER:

H.R. 1657.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 3 Section 8 of Article I of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. WENSTRUP:

H.R. 1658.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 1659.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 1660.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. ZELDIN:

H.R. 1661.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

——————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 155: Mr. CONAWAY.
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H.R. 295: Ms. OMAR.

H.R. 299: Mr. PrICE of North Carolina, Mr.
CALVERT, Mr. LONG, Mr. MORELLE, Mr. PHIL-
LIPS, Ms. SPEIER, and Mr. REED.

H.R. 303: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. SMITH of
Missouri, and Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 366: Ms. MOORE, Mr. KHANNA, and Ms.
NORTON.

H.R. 500: Mrs. BUSTOS.

H.R. 510: Mr. BUTTERFIELD and Mr. GOODEN.

H.R. 511: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 532: Mr. RUSH, Mr. CARSON of Indiana,
Mr. MEEKS, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. CLAY, Mr. GREEN
of Texas, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CLYBURN,
Mr. LAWSON of Florida, and Mr. RICHMOND.

H.R. 550: Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. COSTA, Mr.
BROWN of Maryland, Mr. RICE of South Caro-
lina, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. FITZPATRICK,
and Mr. LAMB.

H.R. 553: Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. NEWHOUSE,
Mr. JOHN W. ROSE of Tennessee, Mr. LAM-
BORN, and Mr. CALVERT.

H.R. 555: Ms. JAYAPAL.

.R. 584: Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas.
.R. 611: Mr. BIGGS.

.R. 628: Mr. SPANO.

.R. 641: Mr. POCAN.

.R. 647: Mr. EMMER.

H.R. 649: Mr. CARTWRIGHT and Ms. JOHNSON
of Texas.

H.R. 661: Mrs. HARTZLER.

H.R. 662: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 677: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and Mr.
DOGGETT.

H.R. 724: Mr. CASE, Mr.
PAPPAS, and Mr. NORCROSS.

H.R. 726: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. MCNERNEY, and
Mr. BROWN of Maryland.

H.R. 748: Mr. MORELLE, Mr. WALDEN, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Mr. WENSTRUP, and Mrs. TRAHAN.

H.R. 763: Mr. SCHIFF.

H.R. 788: Mr. SPANO.

H.R. 794: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 806: Mrs. MURPHY, Mr. KENNEDY, and
Mr. HUNTER.

H.R. 846: Mr. K1M.

H.R. 869: Mr. NORCROSS and Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 890: Mr. LUETKEMEYER.

H.R. 1002: Mr. KATKO and Ms. DEAN.

H.R. 1003: Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. CUMMINGS, and
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 1042: Ms. BROWNLEY of California and
Ms. DEAN.

H.R. 1044: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. LARSON
of Connecticut, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr.
LyNcH, Mr. COoOK, Ms. WEXTON, Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER, Mr. LAMALFA, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,
Mr. MOULTON, Mr. REED, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr.
NORCROSS, and Mr. BALDERSON.

H.R. 1046: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 1059: Mr. SPANO.

H.R. 1073: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 1081: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr.
SENSENBRENNER, and Mr. WEBER of Texas.

H.R. 1098: Mr. WRIGHT.

H.R. 1154: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.

H.R. 1162: Ms. WILD.

H.R. 1174: Mr. MITCHELL.

H.R. 1212: Mr. WITTMAN and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 1225: Ms. HILL of California and Mr.
BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 1226: Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. TURNER, Mr.
LUETKEMEYER, and Mr. CHABOT.

H.R. 1236: Mr. MOULTON and Mr. RUSH.

H.R. 1266: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 1277: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 1287: Mr. CASTEN of Illinois, Ms.
OCASIO-CORTEZ, Mr. BROWN of Maryland, Mr.
CICILLINE, Ms. LOFGREN, and Mrs. MCBATH.

H.R. 1297: Mr. RASKIN.

H.R. 1298: Mr. CoxX of California, Ms. DEAN,
Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs.
KIRKPATRICK, Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.

H.R. 1309: Ms. HILL of California.

H.R. 1325: Mr. TURNER, Mrs. RODGERS of
Washington, Mr. COLE, Mr. VAN DREW, and
Mr. SHIMKUS.

jenffargargerges)

COOPER, Mr.
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H.R. 1327: Mr. RoUuDA, Mr. RUSH, Mr. Fos-
TER, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 1354: Ms. JACKSON LEE.

H.R. 1364: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms.
MUCARSEL-POWELL, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,
Mr. Suozzi, and Ms. KELLY of Illinois.

H.R. 1370: Mr. GAETZ and Mr. UPTON.

H.R. 1379: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 1407: Mr. PALAZZO.

H.R. 1410: Ms. STEFANIK.

H.R. 1434: Mr. HICE of Georgia and Mr.
LAMBORN.

H.R. 1460: Mr. CRIST and Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 1519: Mr. CLEAVER.

H.R. 1521: Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ.

H.R. 1546: Ms. SCANLON.

H.R. 1549: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SERRANO,
and Ms. MENG.

H.R. 1553: Ms. NORTON, Mr. COHEN, Mr.
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Ms.
ROYBAL-ALLARD.
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H.R. 1585: Mr. NADLER, Ms. PELOSI, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mrs. FLETCHER, Mr. SUO0ZZI,
Mr. MOULTON, Ms. STEVENS, Mr. VARGAS, Mr.

KIND, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. MOORE, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr.
MCNERNEY, Mr. VELA, Mr. PAPPAS, Ms.
GABBARD, Mrs. DEMINGS, Mr. MORELLE, Ms.

WILSON of Florida, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. CARBAJAL,
Mr. SIRES, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr.
SWALWELL of California, Ms. FRANKEL, Mr.
DOGGETT, Ms. NORTON, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms.
KUSTER of New Hampshire, Mr. LOWENTHAL,
Mr. HIMES, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, and Ms. SPEIER.

H.R. 1587: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 1588: Mr. MCNERNEY and Mr. NEGUSE.

H.R. 1596: Ms. JACKSON LEE and Ms. BLUNT
ROCHESTER.

March 8, 2019

H.J. Res. 2: Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ, Mr. LAR-
SEN of Washington, and Ms. CLARK of Massa-
chusetts.

H.J. Res. 35: Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL and
Mr. GOLDEN.

H.J. Res. 38: Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL, Mrs.
LEE of Nevada, Mr. SU0ZzzI, Mr. CUELLAR, and
Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H. Res. 54: Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr.
TIPTON, and Mr. ROSE of New York.

Res. 72: Mr. ADERHOLT.

. 88: Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

. 100: Mr. BRADY.

. 109: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER.
. 157: Ms. NORTON.

. 160: Mr. FLEISCHMANN.

. 190: Ms. GABBARD.
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